California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1001 (Robert Gaddie, August 31, 2011) 


IS 3 1 2011 


Robert L. Gaddie 
7415 Red Bank Road 
Bakersfield, California 
93307 


RCV0 


August 27, 2011 


f 


Fresno to Bakersfield Draft EIR / S-IS Comment 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street 
Suite 700 

Sacramento, California 
95314 

Dear Sir, 

i recently read with dismay the article in the August 24, 2011 edition of the 
Bakersfield Californian regarding the highspeed rail route through Bakersfield. The portion 
of the artide (hat concerned me the most is the fact that the High Speed Rail Authority is 
going to build its own waiting room and ticket office adjacent to the present Amtrak waiting 
room and ticket office. 

The present Amtrak waiting room and ticket office is a spacious modem facility. I 
cannot understand why the High Speed Rail Authority cannot use the existing waiting room 
and ticket office. Even if the existing facitity needs to be enlarged to handle the business of 
the high-speed rail route I believe the cost of enlargement would be much less than the 
cost of building a new structure. 

It appears to me that the High Speed Rail Authority did not even consider the use 
of the existing Amtrak waiting room and ticket office. This is just one more case of the High 
Speed Rail Authority's failure to consider economics when developing its plan. 
Construction has not even begun on the line yet we frequently see the estimated cost of 
the system increasing. Is the High Speed Rail Authority incapable of (coking as ways to 
reduce the cost of the system? In 2003 the estimated cost to build the system was about 
30 billion dollars. Now the estimated tow cost is 43 billion dollars and some believe the 
cost may be as much as 67 billion dollars. During these economic times taxpayers cannot 
afford these cost over runs. 

I strongly suggest that the High Speed Rail Authority consider using the existing 
Amtrak waiting room and ticket office as the station for the high-speed trains. Thank you for 
considering my comments. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1001 (Robert Gaddie, August 31, 2011) 


1001-1 

The Bakersfield Amtrak Station is not large enough to accommodate projected 
passenger volumes for the HST. Use of the Amtrak Station would require substantial 
modification to that facility to accommodate the project passenger volume of over 4,500 
daily trips and peak hour passenger volume of about 700. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1002 (Rose Gallegos, October 7, 2011) 


Board of Directors 

California High Speed Kail Authority 
770 L Street. Suite SOO 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of J.G. Boswell Company, dated September &, 2011, for an 
extension of time to review (he EIR/EIS documcnis ol at least I SO days. 


Signed: 

lev 6a|lftp$ 

[Maine] 


[Organization] 

it>Mn 

Date 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1002 (Rose Gallegos, October 7, 2011) 


1002-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1003 (Glen George, August 29, 2011) 


W. 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


OB-29-11 P03:3(5 fiCVD 

Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section Ln Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Treti de Alio 

Draft Environ menial Impacl Report/ Velocidad Proycdo de informs de Impado Ambiental/ 
Environmentol Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedarad6n de Impado Ambientol (EIR/EIS) 

Public Hearings Audhmias Pubikas 
September 20 F J Septkmbre del WJ1 

Please submit your complied comment card at the For (over eniregee su tarjeta eampietada al linol de la 
end al the meeting, or mail to: i*uru6rt H o erwiela par cornea a la siguiente direoddn; 

Fresno fo Bakersfield DEtft/CIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite BOO, Sacramento, (A 95814 


The eommenl period is from August 15 to September 
28, 2011, Comments roust be received electronically,, or 
posimadced, an or before September 28, 2011, 


El periado de comerMario es del 15 de Agoslo at 2B 
de Sepaiembne del 2011 . bs coroeniorios tienen quo ser 
nedbidos electrdnioamente, o mplpsellodos, el o antes 
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011, 


Hame/Nombre: ____ 

Onganizotion/Organizaddn; _ _ _ 

Address/Domicilio: . / 1 » ' ' ■' ^ -- C_ • j ■ 

Phone Number/Ntimero do Telefono:__ 

City, Slate, Zip Cade/Ciudad, Eltodo, C6digo Postal::_;_[_:_ Lz-l£ - i - 

E-mail Address/Correo Electronico:__ 

(Use additional pages if needad/Usar poginOS odidonoles si e& necesaria) 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1003 (Glen George, August 29, 2011) 


1003-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1004 (Gregg German, O.D., August 25, 2011) 


Jeffery Hardofn 

From: Gregg German *gregg@b0ker5fiefdeyes.eami 

Sent: Thu rid ay, August 25, 2011 AM 

To: HSR Info 

Subject: Public Comment Fresno-Bakersfield 


&CV0 


1004-1 


I attended l he RosedaSe workshop on Tuesday, August 23.1 am the owner of an office building that currently servos 
as an Optometrist's office at 4900 Commerce Dr. in Bakersfieid- 

The genlleman I visited with reviewed ihe map that shows our office building end suggested that there were three 
possible scenarios for my building: 

1. The Northern-most route is selected, leaving no Impact on my building whatsoever. 

2. The Southern-most roule is selected, and my property would be purchased as right-of-way for a 'Charging Sialion'. 

Either of these two potential scenarios is acceptable to me as a parcel owner, end a cilteen who understands the 
concept of Eminent Domain. 


However, the third scenario he presented is not acceptable; 

3. The Southern-most route is selected, my parcel is not selected tor the 'Charging Station" and l have HSR virtually in my 
backyard. The gentleman casually suggested Shat scenario posed "no impact" on my property, but obviously failed to 
recognize ihe noise end vibration effects on its use as an eye doctor's office, which it was designed to be from initial 
construction in 2000. He also failed lo address the Obvious loss of properly value inherent in having H$R so proximal to 
our building. 

In summary, if scenario 3 is selected from the DElR, I will have no recourse but to contact an Eminem Domain law 
limn. 

Thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns. 


Sincerely, 

Gregg A. German, O.O, 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1004 (Gregg German, O.D., August 25, 2011) 


1004-1 

The alignment plans show that the location of the southernmost route, the BNSF 
Bakersfield North Alternative, would be approximately 140 feet from the medical office 
building. At this distance, the projected vibration level at the building face would be 
approximately 68 vibration decibels (VdB). The project alignment would be elevated 
along this portion, which would reduce the level of vibration by approximately 10 VdB, 
and the resulting level would be approximately 58 VdB. The building appears to be a 
stucco-finished, wood-framed, single-story, free-standing building. The framing and 
finish would reduce the vibration level by about 5 dB, resulting in a level of 
approximately 53 VdB. Vibration levels of this magnitude correspond to Vibration 
Criteria Curve C, as listed in Table 8-3, "Interpretation of Vibration Criteria for Detailed 
Analysis" of the Federal Transit Administration's "Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment." This table lists a vibration level of 53 VdB as "Appropriate for most 
lithography and inspection equipment to 1 micron detail size." Should medical activities 
and procedures occurring at this office require accuracy of less than 1 micron, 
additional mitigation measures may be necessary.” 

If the southernmost route, the BNSF Bakersield North Alternative, is chosen as the 
project alternative, a more detailed vibration study will be done to determine the 
vibration levels at the office buildings. If the more detailed studies show vibration 
levels above the impact level, feasible and reasonable mitigation measures will be 
studied to reduce the vibration levels below the impact levels. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1005 (Carrie Gilkey, October 11, 2011) 


1 Fresno - Bakersfield (Mav 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #527 DETAIL I 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/11/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

10/11/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Carrie 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Gilkey 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

93212 

Email : 

cgilkey@kings.k12.ca.us 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Fresno - Bakersfield 

Add to Mailing List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder 
Comments/Issues : 

1 beg you to roconsider this absolute devastation to my family's life. We 
are 3rd generation family farmers living on our farm raising the next 
generation. To go forth with this rail plan will destroy not only our rural 
way of life but of several of the farming families in this large area. 

Please don't make American family farmers and dairy people living in 
central CA a nostalgic historical footnote. 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 

Affiliation Type : 

Individual 

Official Comment Period : 

Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1005 (Carrie Gilkey, October 11, 2011) 


1005-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14. 


^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 






California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1006 (V Gilkey, September 26, 2011) 


Board of Directors 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Rfi: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of EG- Boswell Company, dated September s, 2011, for an 
extension of to review tfie EJR/EIS documents of at least 1 SO days, 


Signed: 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1006 (V Gilkey, September 26, 2011) 


1006-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1007 (G.S. Gillam, October 6, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN 

Fresno to Bakersfield draft eir/eis comment 

770 L Street, Suite 300 

Sacra mento CA 95f314 

Dear Sir; 

l wish to express my views regarding this insane project that will coat the taxpayers a Trilion dollars and 
tear up schools, business, homes, jobs and farms. 

1007-11 a can not see the benefit to anyone. Can you? 

1007-21 We do not know if the rail wilt enter Bakersfield from the South or East. 

1007-31 Who needs it? Who wants it? Who pays the big bucks? Who makes e profit? Who pays the taxes? 

Sl ™ re,v - J&w 

G. 5. Gillam 

3S19 Pinehursl Drive 

Bakersfield CA 93306 


^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 





California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1007 (G.S. Gillam, October 6, 2011) 


1007-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-09, FB-Response-GENERAL-14. 

1007-2 

Alternatives through Bakersfield travel in an east-west direction. 

Please refer to Section 2.4, Alignment, Station, and Heavy Maintenance Facility 
Alternatives Evaluated in this Project EIR/EIS, for descriptions and figures of the Fresno 
to Bakersfield project alternatives. Figure 2-30, Kern County HST alternatives, depicts 
the three alternatives that travel through Bakersfield. The location and boundaries of the 
Fresno to Bakersfield project are provided in Appendix 3.1-A, Parcels Within the HST 
Footprint, which depicts all parcels within the HST footprint. 

1007-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

Chapter 1 of the EIR/EIS describes the purpose and need for the proposed project. 



U,S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 24-14 








California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1008 (Misty Gomez, September 22, 2011) 


1008-1 I 
1008-21 


Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 

-July 2012)-RECORD #260 DETAIL | 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

9/22/2011 

Response Requested : 


Affiliation Type : 

Individual 

Interest As : 

Individual 

Submission Date : 

9/22/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Misty 

Last Name : 

Gomez 

Professional Title : 


Business/Organization : 


Address : 


Apt./Suite No. : 


City : 

Bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93307 

Telephone : 


Email : 

eileen.hernandezl 4@yahoo.com 

Cell Phone : 


EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues 

: 1 strongly believe this whole High-Speed Rail situation is very unecessary. 


There are plenty of different areas to place the High-Speed rail. I am a 
graduate of year 2011 at Bakersfield High School and you may think it doesnt 
effect me but it does. I was an Archiving student, as well as many others, and 
we have learned many historic events that have taken place in the IT building. 
Us class of 2011 are now part of that history, so to cruely destroy a building 
that has been a part of the BHS legacy is very heartless. So please do not 
remove what is rightfully ours! 


^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 







California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1008 (Misty Gomez, September 22, 2011) 


1008-1 

Three alternatives are being considered for the HST alignment through Bakersfield, two 
of which do not encroach on the Industrial Arts Building (Bakersfield South and 
Bakersfield Hybrid). The Authority has not yet selected a preferred alternative, and will 
take into consideration comments received on the DEIR/EIS and Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS in making a decision on the preferred alternative. 

As discussed in Section 3.17 of the EIR/EIS, the Industrial Arts Building is not eligible for 
the National Register of Historic Places. The State Historic Preservation Officer has 
concurred with this finding. 

1008-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-25, FB-Response-SO-08. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1009 (Alisa Gomez, October 12, 2011) 



CALIFORNIA Comment Card 

High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section la Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de /Ufa 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloddad Proyecto de Informe de Impado Ambiental/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedarodon de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Publi< Hearings Audiendas Publkas 
September 2011 Septiembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord ot the Por favor entregue su tarjeta completoda al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o enviela por correo a la siguienle direccidn: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR CIS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentarios tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. recibidos eledronicamente, o matasdlados, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


Nome/Nombre: 




Organi 2 otion/Organizaci 6 n: _ 

Address/Domicilio: »-' ^ 1 4 1 1 


IM. iLt. 


a -jxis d C ft r T 


Phone Number/Ntimero de Teldfono:. 

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cddigo Postal;_ 

E-mail Address/Correo Electronico: ' i v -Ck i > 

(Use additional pages it needed/Usar paginas adicionates si < 


. 7 T I 1 / \'CT\(< ;~n,rvf-fa J c< . Cl<i \ 


es necesorio] 

^ i'j 




UWH u r Xvx£V 

\y( O/wu^bAriioijL Tv fWl pi/) ftp. <zdfms> LOuuJA 

UfoiPI \AA 4* 

mov-e-’-k (x r\i a a. loit -fr4 o Lx a^bu. To 

7 r —— 

MUrl a plAPi 

L U£be UtfL kvCl^crC /V&fl j. \Ai\JX~ir 3 

m.(X 3 ryuh 

rifi l/t 4o uOxriJi! To 3)0 v\\iljLd. I s )/si 3Ac 

fj/i) iMM&m 

Q fl.fi n unrb Jk* &s\ \ 'ciifl 

Glia JJilA (Jrfr 

1 U(\j M i S Of\:■ odrrumctirti 


— aiiaj. 


lAjfins\ rtsiA rfi Ot'olsx f3) rnju t/€ h/ Cku. ' ^ 




CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Roil Authority 


U,S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 24-17 










































California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1009 (Alisa Gomez, October 12, 2011) 


1009-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03 and FB-Response-AQ-04. 

1009-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-02. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #8, 
acknowledges that in areas where the project alignment departs from the existing BNSF 
corridor and introduces a new linear feature, there would be impacts on agricultural 
communities. However, on average, roadway overpasses would be provided 
approximately every 2 miles along the track. It is estimated that the proposed project 
would result in no more than 1 mile of out-of-direction travel for vehicles to cross the 
HST tracks. The width of the roadway overpasses would accommodate both farm 
equipment and school buses traveling in opposite lanes. Because of the frequency of 
roadway overpasses, additional distances traveled by vehicles to cross the HST tracks 
are expected to be negligible. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1010 (Alisa Gomez, October 12, 2011) 


W. 


CALIFORNIA c 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Seccion de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Velocidad Prayed© de Informe de Impact© Ambientol/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Declaration de Impocto Ambientol (EIR/EIS) 

Publir Hearings Audicmias Publiias 
September 2011 Septiembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord at the Por favor entregue su tarjeta completado al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o enviela por correo a la siguienle direction: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Sarramento, CA 95814 


1010-1 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentarios tienen que ser 
postmarked, an or before September 28, 2011. recibidos eledrbnicomenle, o matasellodos, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 

Ncme/Nombre: t \X-C 7 _ 

Organization/Organizacian: _ ( __ 

Address/Domicilio; ^ ^ C.C \ClC C i-V \ ^ 

Phone Number/Niimero de Telbfono:_(Lp T 3 l)_~7^ F__ 

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cbdigo Postal;_ 

E-moil Address/Correo Electrbnico: C<V\ V <•'vC 1 (*\(!r, Vi vt, t 1 -L*v-v. C: _ 

(Use additional pages if needed/Usar poginas odiciondles si es nccesario) 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1010 (Alisa Gomez, October 12, 2011) 


1010-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

Please refer to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Appendix 3.12-A, Residential, 
Business, and Mobile Home Relocation Assistance Brochures, which describes the 
process for property acquisition and relocation compensation. The Authority will 
negotiate on a case-by-case basis with property owners whose land will be affected by 
the HST system. Land will be acquired by the Authority at fair market value, and the 
property appraisal will take into account the amenities of the property, as determined by 
the process described in the brochures. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1011 (Alisa Gomez, October 12, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


uv 

Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Section dc Fresno a Bakersfield del Treci dc Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Velocidad Proyedo de Informe de Impodo Ambiental/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Declaracidn de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Publit Hearings Audientias Publuas 
September 2011 Scpticmbrc del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment card at the Pbr favor entregue su torjeto completada al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reuni6n, o envielo por correo a la siguiente direccion: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/EIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite 800, Sairamcnto, f A 95814 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentarios tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. reabrdos electronicamente, o matasellados, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


Al 


Name/Nombre: 
Orgonization/Organizacidn: _ 
Address/Domicilio: - ' 




a> 7 CjGrte/ft/v Cft 


Phone Number/Numero de Telefono:___2^_J_ ' C' ^ ^ % 3- 


E-mail Address/Correo Electrdnico: 

Llt £\Z, r»u L Cr\f r r./a/\i ini ked . C;\rry 


(Use additional pages if needed/Usar paginas adicionafes si es necesario) 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission I Oil (Alisa Gomez, October 12, 2011) 


1011-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 


Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project, where the whole 
parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired, are provided in Volume III of the EIR/EIS. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1012 (J ennifer Gonsalves, October 10, 2011) 


1012-1 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #514 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Add to Mailing List: 
Stakeholder 
Comments/Issues : 


EIR/EIS Comment: 
Affiliation Type : 

Official Comment Period : 


Action Pending 
10 / 10/2011 
No 

Business 

10 / 10/2011 

Website 

Jennifer 

Gonsalves 

Accountant 


Corcoran 

CA 

93212 

jegonsalves@novastormsystems.com 
Fresno - Bakersfield, Merced - Fresno 


Yes 

No matter how you phrase it, or what the route, the rail is a loosing 
business proposition. It will never be able to support itself and will 
always have to be subsidized by the taxpayers. The logic that it will 
save money by allowing the state to neglect existing roads, railways and 
airports is absurd. The only fiscally sound decision is for the state to 
abandon the high speed rail and cut their losses while they can. To 
accept Federal money to fund a loosing proposition is ludacris. 

Yes 

Businesses and Organizations 
Yes 


/^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 








California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1012 (J ennifer Gonsalves, October 10, 2011) 


1012-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14, FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1013 (Edward Gonzales, September 22, 2011) 


Jim Eggert 


Eclwufd Gonzales 

Thursday, September 32, 2Q11 12:24 PM 
Jim Eggert 

Fwd: I Disagree with High Speed Rail Pruject 


From; 

Sent: 

TO! 

Subject: 


.......... Forwarded message ■■■■■. 

From’ Edward Curt/ale* <egQJZ^ 5^.@amfliUom> 

Date: Thu, Sep 22,2011 at 12:21 PM 
Subject: I Disagree with High Speed Rail Project 
To: t’i tvCou neilfal hak ors Pi e I del IV, US 

1013-1 1 This proposed mute will dislroy many etfhlishcd churches without any thought to it* members or facts of orgin 
1 in our faith and of leadership in this community. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1013 (Edward Gonzales, September 22, 2011) 


1013-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #7, for 
effects on religious facilities. Please refer to Mitigation Measure SO-4: Implement 
measures to reduce impacts associated with the relocation of important facilities. These 
measures will apply to schools, churches, city and county property, as well as to other 
important facilities. The Authority will consult with these respective parties before land 
acquisition to assess potential opportunities to reconfigure land use and buildings and/or 
to relocate affected facilities, as necessary, to minimize the disruption of facility activities 
and services, and also to ensure that the relocation allows the community currently 
served to continue to access these services. This mitigation measure will be effective in 
minimizing the impacts of the project by completing new facilities before necessary 
relocations, and by involving affected facilities in the process of identifying new locations 
for their operations. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1014 (J im Gregory, September 29, 2011) 


'-29-11P04:53 »cvo 


Jim Gregory 
1167 Princeton Avc. 
Hanford. CA 93230 


September 27.2011 

Fresno to Bakersfield Draft IRS/HIS Comment 
770 L Street, suite MM) 

Sacramento. CA 95814 

IXar Sir 

In tlic project impacts, under biological resources and wetlands, in the draft FIR I . IS. an investigation 
should be made for entomophily. which is pollination where pollen is distributed by honey bees. 
\ t »s nicUitcru I innaeus. on agricultural crops, and the potential disruption that will be created by 
the High Speed Rail traveling through the San Joaquin Valley. 

Enclosed is a copy of an article from Wikipedia, which lists the agricultural crops which require 
honey bee pollination and pollinator impact. Local information and publications can be obtained 
from the University of California Cooperative Extension. The disruption of honey bee 
pollination would have a great impact to affected agricultural crops. Over 300 different 
agricultural crops arc grown in the San Joaquin Valley. 

Both the pressure variation and the sound created by the High Speed Rail traveling at high 
speeds related to the production by honey bees in the process of pollination should be a part of 
the FIR. This potential consequence to affected crops at unknown distances ofl-silc Horn the 
right-of-way from High Speed Rail when trains pass by should be investigated. 


Sincerely. 




CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Roll Authority 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1014 (J im Gregory, September 29, 2011) 


1014-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05. 

Impacts on pollination by honey bees are discussed under Section 3.14, Agricultural 
Lands. An Agricultural Working Group was established in July 2011 to assist the 
Authority as an independent advisory group that could address the issues being raised 
by the agricultural community. The representatives of this group are specialists and 
experts in their specific fields of agriculture. They include representatives from 
universities, governmental agencies, county agricultural commissions, and agri¬ 
businesses. 

A series of white papers were produced by this group and presented to the Authority 
board. The white papers found that while wind gusts may blow pollinators off blossoms if 
the crops are planted very near the tracks, the pollinators would most likely right 
themselves and return to the blossom. Wind estimates at 30 feet from the HST (which is 
within the HST right-of-way) are estimated to be 2.4 miles per hour. This speed is 
comparable to and lower than the daily average wind speed shown in the meteorological 
data from the reporting stations at both the Merced and Fresno airports. The final white 
papers are currently provided on the Authority's website. 

1014-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#10 for information on the wind-induced effects 
on honey bees. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Attachment to Submission 1014 (J im Gregory, September 29, 2011) - 
574 Gregory Letter 092911 Attachment.pdf 


List of crop plants pollinated by bc« - Wikipedia, die free encyclopedia 


Page 1 of It) 


List of crop plants pollinated by bees 

From Wikipedia, the free cncxelnpcditt 


Pollination by insects is called etilomophily, Entomophily is a form of pollination wherehy pollen » disinbuied 
by insect particularly bees. 3.cpidapiera fog. butterflies and moths), lira and beetles. Note lhal honey 
win pollinate many plant species (bat are not native to araiis where honey bees occur* and we often inefficient 
pollinators of such plants. 


Please note that plants that require insect pollination to produce seeds do not necessarily require pollination to 
grow from seed into food. The carrot is an example. 
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Abelmoschus 

esculentus 

Apis cerana). 
Solitary bees 
{NaiietuS sppd 

fruit 

2-modest 

temperate 

Kiwi fruit 

Actititdiu 
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m't'hlmtfule 

Honey bed?, 
SLangiess bets, 
bumblebees. 

Solitary bees* 
(Cm/rfj liu^afd). 
Butterflies, flics, 
hummingbirds 

nut 

,Vs£ronl 

tropical 

Aiemoya, 
Cherinuwii, 
Custard apple 

Arnantr 

Mpttimasa 

Ndiidulid beetles 

Trait 

4-esscnlial 

tropical 

Celery 

Apium 

grm'ealwrs 

1 loncy bees. 

Solitary bws, Hies 

seed 


temperate 

Strawberry 

tree 

Afbutta vnetlo 

Honey bees, 
bumblebees 

frait 

2-inodesE 


American 

Pawpaw 

Asrmtna triloba 

Carrion flies. Dung 
flics 

fruit 

4-essemud 

lempcntlf 

Citroittbolu. 
Star fin it 

A vgrrhitit 
canwtlMia 

Honey bees, 
Stingltss bees 

frail 

3-great 

tropical 
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9/26/2011 


l.isi of crop plains pollinated by bets - Wilcjpcdia*the free encyclopedia 
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Broccoli 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Attachment to Submission 1014 (J im Gregory, September 29, 2011) - 
574 Gregory Letter 092911 Attachment.pdf- Continued 


LUi of crop ijluniv pollinated by bees - Wikipedia, the encyclopedia 
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List of crop plants pollinated by bees * Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia 


Papaya 

CVdfn papaya 

large sphinx moths. 
Moths, Butterflies 

fruh 
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Honey bees. 

Solitary bees 
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1-little 
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1 -little 
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Honeybees, 
Stintless bees. 
Solitary bees 
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seed 
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L 

Honey bees. 
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Wind pollinated 
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temperate 

A/arolc 
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Honey bees. 
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fruit 

\-little 
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Cretan is sathns 

gynocciGus green 
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pollination is 
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Squash 
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fruit 
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t 

temperate 
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Liuar bean. 

C'vrrai^siu 

Honey bees 

seed 
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Goa bean 
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Quince 
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Carrot 
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Honey bees. 

SoliluTy bees 
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List of crop plants pollinated by bees - Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia 
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List of crop plants pollinated by bees - Wikipedia, the /we enfiyctopedia 
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iQ-n-uP02se* RCVD 


Jim Gregory 
1 ] 67 Princeton Avc. 
Hanford, CA 123(1 


1015-1 

1015-2 


October K. 201 1 

Fresno io Bakersfield Drail lRS/lilS Comment 
77ts L direct, suite 800 
Sacramento. CA U5S14 

Lte: Ihiblic Comment to draft LIKTIS 

Dear Sir. 

The draft document lisEs Highway 19£ which travels horn ] Ian ford to Highway 99 as being two Eancs. 
The fact is CatTnjns has been busy for ihe past year, widening the Highway 19S to a four lane highway. 

The draft document predicts a tess than sign it scant impact in the existing Amtrak station in downtown 
Hanford, According the Hanford Visitor Agency, the I bn ford Amtrak Slattern potentially creates SI I 
million to local businesses each year, due primanly to tounsm. With the [oss of the downtown Amtrak 
station in Hanford and no guarantee of a 3 ESR station near Hanford, there is a significant impact. 

Information on tile Hanford Visitor Agency can be found at: w ww.visiihaniprtt.com 

Sincerely, 

Tim Gregory 
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1015-1 

The upgrade of SR 198 to four lanes (construction beginning in November 2009) was 
included in the traffic analysis. This was documented in the Fresno to Bakersfield 
Section: Transportation Analysis Technical Report, July 2012, page 4-28 (Authority and 
FRA 2012j). 

1015-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-12. 
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1016-1 | 

1016-21 
1016 - 31 
1016-41 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #744 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : 

Interest As : 

Submission Date : 

Submission Method : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 


Action Pending 

10/13/2011 

No 

Individual 

Individual 

10/13/2011 

Website 

Rochelle 

Guinn 

Reverend 


Bakersfield 

CA 

93307 

6617035463 

luvnkurtwarner@aol.com 


Yes 

The HSR did not include our church, Full Gospel Lighthouse, in the EIR. The 
report stops 2 blocks west of our church. We are located at 800 Butte St. In 
Bakersfield. 


Also, we only received 1 notice from HSR. That notice was only about the 
workshops. 

Nothing stating the plan to take our church, where we serve the homeless 
community. 

I am also concerned with the Valley Fever spores that will be stirred up. 
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1016-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

For information about the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see 
Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report 
(Authority and FRA 2012g), and refer to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume 
I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, for information related to the relocation of 
important community facilities. 

1016-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 

1016-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 

1016-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-01. 

Although valley fever fungi are commonly found in the soil in the Central Valley and 
can be stirred into the air by anything that disrupts the soil, the potential for the 
operational HST to generate dust through induced air flow is low. Therefore, the impacts 
from valley fever during operations will be less than significant. In addition, the dust 
minimization measures listed in Section 3.3.8 of the Final EIR/EIS will further reduce 
fugitive dust emissions to a less-than-significant impact. Valley fever spores would be 
released when the soil is disturbed; however, due to the minimization measures, fugitive 
dust disturbance during construction will be minimal. Therefore, impacts from valley 
fever spores would be less than significant. 
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I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #435 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Add to Mailing List: 


Action Pending 
10/5/2011 

Environmental 

10/5/2011 

Website 

Monika 

Gupta 


Bakersfiield 

CA 

93311 

619-871-0642 
monaggar@hotmail.com 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakeholder September 27, 2011 

Comments/Issues : 


1017-1 


Fresno to Bakersfield Draft EIR/EIS Comment 
770 L Street - Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re:Objection to the High Speed Railway 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

With regard to the proposed implementation of a High Speed Railway 
system, I hereby submit this letter in opposition to this proposed project. 

1.Introduction 

I am a physician practicing in Bakersfield since moving to the area 3 
years ago. I am a member of Chinmaya Mission and have been taking 
my daughter to Chinmaya weekly for Sunday School, known as Bal 
Vihar, for the past 3 years, since the age of 2 1/2. In the next year, I 
intend on bringing my second daughter to the weekly classes once she 
turns the same age. 

2.Background on Church 

At Chinmaya Mission, our goal is to provide to individuals, from any 
background, the wisdom of Vedanta and the practical means for spiritual 
growth and happiness, enabling them to become positive contributors to 
society. 

Chinmaya Mission Bakersfield has been active in the community since 
1995. We have weekly classes for our children which teaches them 
about the Hindu culture and heritage. We also have weekly Yoga, 
Meditation, and Adult Study classes which are open to all members of 
the community. A large number of Non-Hindus attend and participate in 
these activities. Chinmaya Mission Bakersfield consists of 300 families 
as our members. Our building, located at 1723 Country Breeze Place, 
Bakersfield, California 93312, is in the path of the High Speed Railway 
and will be demolished if the project is to proceed as proposed by the 
California High-Speed Rail Authority. As a result, we respectfully 
oppose this initiative. 


3.Environment Impact 

Prior to taking action, the government must assess the potential 
environment impacts under NEPA (Federal) and/or CEQA (State & 
Local). Pursuant to NEPA regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508), project 
effects are evaluated based on the criteria of context and intensity. 
Substantial effects would result in long-term physical division of an 
established community, relocation of substantial numbers of residential 
or commercial businesses, and effects on important community facilities. 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, the project would have a significant 
impact if it would: 

•Physically divide an established community. 

•Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. 

•Relocate substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction 
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1017-2 


1017-3 


1017-4 


of replacement housing elsewhere. 

•Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered community and governmental 

facilities or with the need for new or physically altered community and 1017-5 

governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts. 

According to the EIR: “In the Northwest District, the BNSF Alternative 
would depart from the BNSF right-of-way just south of Rosedale 
Highway and rejoin the rail right-of-way after crossing the Kern River. 

The alignment would cut through an existing suburban development in 
Bakersfield’s Northwest District, displacing 122 homes and 10 non- 
residential properties, including a gas station/minimart, an art studio, 2 
health centers, and 2 churches (Chinmaya Mission and Korean 

Presbyterian Church). This alignment would alter community social | 0 i j.q \ 

interactions and community cohesion, and would change the physical 
character of the community. These impacts would be substantial under J 

NEPA and significant under CEQA.” See EIR at 3.12-50. 

Further: “The Bakersfield South Alternative Alignment, like the BNSF 1017-7 

Alternative, would pass through Bakersfield’s Northwest, Central, and 

Northeast districts, affecting similar but somewhat different community 

facilities. Impacts in the Northwest District of Bakersfield would be 

similar to those identified for the BNSF Alternative, displacing many 

homes and several churches. Like the BNSF Alternative, the Bakersfield 

South Alternative would divide the existing community and result in a 

considerable number of residential property acquisitions in this 

neighborhood, as well as the displacement of churches (the Korean 

Presbyterian Church would be fully displaced and parts of Chinmaya 1017-81 

Mission property would be displaced).” See EIR at 3.12-52. 

The Public Notice explains these effects will be felt in the following 

areas: “transportation, air quality, noise and vibration, electromagnetic 1017-9 

fields, biological resources and wetlands, hazardous materials and 

wastes, safety and security, communities, agricultural lands, parks, I 

recreation, and open space, aesthetics and visual resources, and 

cultural and paleontological resources.” Clearly, under either alignment, 

the impact of the project will be particularly devastating to our Mission 1017-101 

and our local community. So far, there has been no mention of 1 

compensation or noise abatement procedures available to those jqi 7-11 

damaged by the project. 

4.Additional Concerns 

First, we are concerned that this project will not be adequately funded. 

At this point, we understand that the Authority has only obtained funding 
for constructing tracks for 80 miles - not for the actual trains or 
electrification. In addition, given the present fiscal climate, we don’t feel 
that the State or the Federal government will be in a position to give 
more money. Despite indicating the support of certain “private 
investors,” the Authority has not yet identified any particularized firm 
commitments. We are concerned that this project will end up as a “train 
to nowhere,” much like Senator Stevens’ “bridge to nowhere” in Alaska. 

The train will severely impact the citizens of Bakersfield without any long 
term benefit. It will add to the debt of the State of California. 

Second, we believe the location of this project is misplaced. Currently, 
the proposed project will run through “old” Bakersfield, which will result 
in extreme traffic and parking congestion. Thus, we are concerned that 
local citizens will lose their easy access to downtown Bakersfield. Other 
cities, such as Denver, Colorado, have wisely chosen to relocate new 
transportation centers away from the downtown area, to avoid negative 


impacts, such as unwanted noise, vibrations, pollution, and traffic 
congestion. Notably, the proposed railway in Fresno, California does not 
pass through the center of the City and will affect FAR FEWER citizens. 

Third, we find that the EIR report provided is incomplete and insufficient. 
For example, although the document provides data on environmental 
impact, the actual noise and vibration studies were not included. 

Without reviewing the studies themselves, it is impossible to decipher 
the relative impact of the project. Important considerations include: 
when the study was performed, how many trips per day were 
considered, the duration and location of specific testing sites, the effect 
of the Hageman/Allen underpass project, etc., thereby making it 
impossible to decipher the relative impact of the Authority’s project. In 
addition, the report does not address environment impacts on the East 
side, nor does it explain why the site on 7th Standard Road and State 
Route 99 was not considered. Furthermore, the EIR report is flawed 
because, at least in one section, it lists street names that do not exist 
and addresses that are not located anywhere near the proposed rail line, 
thereby drawing its accuracy into question. 

Fourth, we believe the Authority will not undertake the necessary 
procedures to mitigate adverse impacts on the community. In fact, we 
understand that mitigation efforts, such as construction of sound walls, 
are typically discretionary and, in some cases, can be reduced or even 
avoided altogether by the Authority. Thus, considering the budgetary 
constraints addressed above, we believe the community will not receive 
the necessary protections from the anticipated adverse environmental 
impact. 

Fifth, we recommend that the HSR Authority re-evaluate the proposed 
site on 7th Standard Rd and Freeway 99. 

Finally, we have not received adequate notice of the proposed project 
and respectfully request additional time of at least six ( 6 ) months to 
respond. In fact, the EIR includes approximately 30,000 pages of 
technical jargon, with which we are not familiar, and allows only a 60-day 
comment period. To review it, we would have to read 500 pages a day. 
The report is in highly technical language, being difficult for a layman to 
understand. It needs to be simplified. Further, we had no idea that our 
church would be demolished until receiving a phone call approximately 
two (2) weeks ago from a friend! The official notification letter from the 
California HSR Authority dated August 10, 2011, was vague, deceptive, 
and legally deficient in that it utterly failed to indicate that our building 
would be subject to demolishment and potentially complete economic 
loss; reliance on this August 10th letter could have resulted in a 
substantial loss of our legal rights and damages. The issuance of such 
a misleading notification letter is contrary to the public good, the spirit of 
our democratic system, and an abuse of trust by those in positions of 
authority. Accordingly, we have already submitted a formal request for 
an extension to the Office of Governor Brown. Therefore, we feel an 
extension is necessary in this instance, and we kindly request your 
cooperation. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 


Yours very truly, 

Monika Gupta, M.D. 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
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1017-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

For information about the potential impacts on the Chinmaya Mission, see the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.5.2, Impact SO #7, and Section 5.1.1 
in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authoritiy and FRA 2012). See 
Volume I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, related to relocation of important 
community facilities. 

1017-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-N&V-05. 

For information about the potential impacts on the Chinmaya Mission, see the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.5.2, and Section 5.1.1, Impact SO #7, 
in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authority and FRA 2012g). 

See also Volume I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation Measure SO-4, related to relocation of 
important community facilities. 

The potential sound barrier mitigation for this area for operation noise from the project is 
listed in Section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, Tables 3.4-29, 3.4-31, and 3.4-32, and shown 
on Figure 3.4-19, Bakersfield area: Potential sound barrier sites. The specific type of 
mitigation will be selected during final design and before operations begin. 

1017-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

1017-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-25. 

Consistent with Proposition 1A (2008), the proposed HST alignment in Fresno follows 
an existing transportation corridor to the extent feasible. As discussed in Section 2.3.2.1, 
Fresno Subsection, the five initial alternative alignments through Fresno were based 
largely on the Statewide Program EIR/EIS preferred alignment and included input from 
the Fresno Technical Working Group (TWG) and other local stakeholders. Several 


1017-4 

horizontal and vertical alignments were considered. The Union Pacific Railroad West 
Alternative was carried forward in the Fresno to Bakersfield EIR/EIS as the BNSF 
Alternative. This alternative would affect the Historic Southern Pacific Railroad Depot, 
but would not result in its demolition or relocation. This alternative is consistent with the 
City of Fresno’s redevelopment vision, would result in fewer community and 
environmental impacts than other alternatives, and offers connectivity to Fresno’s 
central business district. All the alternative alignments considered for the Fresno 
subsection feature a downtown station in the area generally bounded by Stanislaus 
Street on the north, Ventura Street on the south, FI Street on the east, and SR 99 on the 
west. The environmental evaluation of the Fresno station alternatives carried forward in 
the EIR/EIS demonstrated that environmental impacts were similar for the Mariposa and 
Kern station alternatives. However, due to the City of Fresno’s planning and the 
orientation of the Downtown Fresno City Center, the Fresno Station-Mariposa 
Alternative offers substantially more opportunities for transit-oriented development. 

Environmental impacts associated with the Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the HST 
project are discussed by resource in Chapters 3 and 4 of the EIR/EIS. 

1017-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02 and FB-Response-AG-02. 

A detailed Noise and Vibration Technical Report (Authority and FRA 2012i) is included 
in the Technical Appendix of the EIR. Noise measurements began to be conducted in 
2009, and additional measurements have been completed since then as alternative 
alignments were added to the analysis. Noise modeling, analysis, and reports have 
been completed since the completion of the measurements. The noise measurement 
site locations are included in the Noise and Vibration Technical Report. The number of 
trips per day are estimated to be 188 per day and 37 per night. The number of trains 
during peak hours will be 24. The street names and addresses are correct to the best of 
our knowledge. Noise levels generated by HST operations were modeled at receivers 
within a distance of 2,500 feet from the centerline of the HST and were analyzed in 
order to see if the train would generate noise impacts at their locations. 

The Hageman Grade Separation Project will grade-separate Hageman Road from the 
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1017-5 

BNSF Railroad. The proposed HST will also be grade-separated, and the HST project 
will not affect the Hageman Grade Separation Project. 

1017-6 

The commenter did not provide a specific context for evaluation of an East Side 
alignment, a site at 7th Standard and SR 99, or for incorrect street names; therefore the 
responders were not able to address this comment. 

1017-7 

The potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas 
are identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and shown in Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of 
potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. Refer to Section 3.4.7 
for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would reduce noise 
impacts below a “severe” level. The Proposed California Fligh-Speed Train Project Noise 
and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-A of 
the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS) were used to determine whether mitigation 
would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The Guidelines require 
consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise impacts (impacts 
where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by the FIST project’s 
noise). 

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e., 
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case- 
by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential 
use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the 
home itself that will reduce the levels by at least 5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), such as 
adding acoustically treated windows, extra insulation, and mechanical ventilation as 
detailed in Section 3.4.7, Project. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise 
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness 
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more 
than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in 


1017-7 

height, and cost below $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least a 
5-dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefited receiver. 

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce 
noise to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a 
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final 
design, and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 
provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the 
height and design of sound barriers, using jointly developed performance criteria, when 
the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the 
project. Mitigation Measure VQ-MM#6 requires the provision of a range of options to 
reduce the visual impact of the sound barriers. 

1017-8 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

1017-9 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 

1017-10 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 

All three volumes of the EIR/EIS, including Volume III (which contains the design 
drawings), total approximately 4,800 pages. The document has been written so that it is 
understandable to lay readers. 

1017-11 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07, FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 
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October 12, 2011 


Bakersfield: 


California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Merced to Fresno Draft EIR/EIS Comments 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

[Sent By Email: Merced Fresno@hsr.ca.gov and to dleavitt@hsr.ca.gov ] 

To The California High-Speed Rail Authority: 

This letter is to submit comments on the Draft EIR/EIS prepared by the California High-Speed 
Rail Authority for the Merced to Fresno and Fresno to Bakersfield section of the proposed 
California High-Speed Train Project (“Draft EIR/EIS”). 


The project shows great damage to city properties, over 300 residential properties, damaging 
schools, hospital, and core parking facilities to the convention center with little to no impacts 
indicated in the EIR. When viewing the impact slides at the Bakersfield workshop, it reminded 
me of looking at the results of a natural disaster. It seemed unconscionable and for the pursuit 
of some temporary construction jobs and pumped up permanent job numbers to cause such 
destruction to the city of Bakersfield. Moving the location of the station to the outskirts of town 
with adequate regional transportation to and from the heart of the city may have been another 
option that should have been more carefully studied. 

Is the High Speed Rail Authority following CEOA or just NEPA? This question has been raised 
by the city and is being raised by me. Where is the vigorous state process required of other 
state agencies with their projects? This report does not adequately address impacts nor 
mitigations. 


Preface 

My overall impression is surprise, considering the volume of this report; there are so many 
missing, inadequate, conflicting numbers and information in this study; much like buffet dining, 
quantity over quality. This entire document was over 30,000 pages and despite the requests of 
more than 5000 people and several organizations the Authority has refused to give a more 
realistic review period of six months to review this massive document. 

Frankly it is becoming very clear that this project does not have the funds to do this project right 
or wrong and it is a desperate attempt to get something down on paper to make the deadlines 
on the federal funds. Those funds which will be surely less than 7% of the overall project costs 
are pushing this project inappropriately ahead of the health of the state. One small stumbling 
block is time and the now it is a near certain fact that the project will not be in compliance of AB 
3034. It has to prove where the capital is coming from, real money not social benefits, show 
adequate ridership and revenue, prove no requirement of operational subsidy is required and of 
course obtain an approved funding plan through the legislature. 

Independent Utility 

Speaking of federal funds, a strong requirement is independent utility. This means if the project 
does not go forward, the improvements made must create a standalone improvement in order 
not to waste the taxpayers" money. Since funding forecast is not promising for the immediate 
future, there is not enough information in this Environmental Impact report that shows a strong 
independent utility usage. 

Amtrak"s using the track built in the Central Valley is the independent utility. I understand that 
miles of track will have to be built to connect the current route to the new route, adding more 
cost to the program in the physical building of the tracks as well as land takes. This plan B must 
prove that can be used and be profitable independently. I also understand that whatever 
qualified as independent utility cannot receive federal fund subsidy. How is this possible with 
Amtrak usage which is known to receive millions of federal funds each year? How will it run 
without subsidy or will Amtrak just ask for more money to cover the tab? What about outlining 
impacts to the city of Hanford if the rail line that currently goes into downtown Hanford is 
stopped, certainly it will impact the city negatively. The report as far as I can find does not 
adequately cover the subject of the independent utility if in case Amtrak using the tracks instead 
of High Speed Rail. 


1018-5 


1018-61 
1018-7 


It seems odd that the East side of Bakersfield stops short of minority and poor areas of which I 
have personally driven through the streets. I believe in EIR lingo that"s called piecemealing and 
is strictly forbidden by the state. In these poorer areas, many people had no knowledge of the 
project. I traveled with a small group some were bi-lingual and there was little knowledge of the 
project in this needy part of town. It also seems uncanny that in Bakersfield the Authority's 
plans knocks down 8 houses of worship of all denominations. How could a plan like this be 
devised and someone think its ok? 

I stopped at a day care while I was in Bakersfield which was directly under one of the proposed 
routes. It was one that was quite unique, called Rock N Ranch Rascals Day Care, owner Cindy 
Renick, located at 10119 Palm Avenue, Bakersfield, Ca. 93312. What was unusual about it was 
that the Day Care was on a 1 acre lot, which takes infants to age 5. They learn how to ride and 
care for horses. This zoning is very hard to come by. It"s in a residential area with these large 
lots which allows horses in the city near many parents path to work. It will destroy her business 
since no one will want to expose their children to the noise or perhaps the danger of an elevated 
track right over the daycare. She takes the children outside for rides in a cart pulled by a 
miniature horse and takes the children on local walks in order to give them more exercise. This 
activity would carefully have to be planned, if in fact the business survived. Exposing children to 
the train noise as it came through at 220 mph would not be desirable. Unfortunately she had 
relocated to this spot about 2 years ago after relocating because of shopping mall project which 
also threatened eminent domain. I am specifically wondering if she will be offered eminent 
domain because of the project's devastating effects that are sure to come if the route above her 
house is chosen. 

Hanford and Kings County: 

During my travels I was amazed at the beauty of the farms and dairies and orchards which 
would be destroyed completely or would be sliced through diagonally. It appears to be the work 
of engineers ignorant of the terrain and knowledge of farming and dairies. They apparently do 
not know of the effect cutting lands diagonally will have on businesses. In many cases the 
farmers would be required to go miles out of the way to get to the other side of the land. 

If you ever have driven the roads along the route, you would know that farm equipment using 
those roads will slow traffic considerably due to the width of the equipment. The weight of the 
equipment will most likely require more road work and certainly more fuel will be used in 
performing work around to get to other side of farms over overpasses, miles out of the way. An 
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1018-7 


1018-8 


1018-9 


1018-10 


important part of the Central Valley is their quest for water and the importance of irrigation 
systems that will surely be compromised and will surely cost the state a great deal of money to 
remedy this situation. 

The food and dairy products of this region feeds the state, the US and yes parts of the world. I 
was reminded of the global reach of these lands, when a neighbor told me that friends from 
Europe traveled yearly to the central valley to buy almonds for their candy making factories. 

This land cannot be replaced which means it will be all of our loss if their lands are taken. 

During my drive to the Central Valley I couldn't help but notice the incredibly wide ROW down 
the Center of 1-5, probably wider than a four lane Highway. In some areas it did curve a bit but 
overall it was flat, straight and wide. I do not feel this route was properly considered in this EIR 
or the last EIR. It seems a travesty to go through fertile, rich farm lands when such an option 
was never studied to the extent than non-ROW options were. Again evidence that the Authority 
did not want to take the time needed to get the proper clearance in order to proceed the best 
way with a project that will have a lifetime of effects on the dairy and farming industries of Kings 
County and frankly all of us. 

It seems that the Authority was running out of time and thought they should use this land without 
a lot of resistance. No underground utilities to deal with and the engineers thought it would 
require just stripes of land and did not consider technical issues about farming on divided land. 

I mentioned previously the issues with farming or working dairies on divided lands but the 
Authority has to consider land lost because of the pesticide spraying that will not be permitted 
on the land within a % to !4 mile because of the drift of the pesticide from one area to the next, 
leaving a much larger piece of land unusable and therefore adding much more cost to the 
project since purchase of these dormant lands will be necessary to keep farmers whole. And 
remember you can't farm up to the edge of each parcel since you have to be able to turn farm 
equipment which results in another reason that the authority will have to purchase a wider strip 
of land near the tracks. 

As far as mitigation, all land is not created equal. Orchards and nut growing operations require 
a certain type of soil and that soil is not easy to find. Newly planted orchards can take years to 
become productive. So even if you can find the land, is the Rail Authority prepared to 
compensate the farmers for lost production time? 

The Dairy Industry is huge in Kings County and the Dairy industry creates more jobs than the 
wine industry and the film industry in California. Dairies are complicated to replicate and need 
special licensing to operate that usually takes years to acquire. Dairy is the number one industry 
of Kings County, did you consider the loss of jobs in this industry as much as you talk about 
creating jobs? 

According to Manuel Cunha, President of Nisei Farmers League, the train will cause a loss of 
30,000 jobs in the valley. When the Authority looks into the future in regard to job creation, they 
did not consider the net effect of the loss of jobs in the area as well as the effect on the airline 
and auto industries. 

Frankly the ridership is the major question in the Central Valley since there is virtually no air 
traffic to pull from. If the requirements of AB 3034 says that the entire segment must show by 
report revenue and profit, how will that ever be possible? The law also requires that the 
segment be high-speed train ready including electrification. This is clearly in black and white in 
the law. And since it appears the Authority does not have the money to do the project in a 


lawful way, why should the Central Valley experience the loss of lands, disruption or loss of farm 
and dairy lands and their loss of jobs for nothing? 

The Legislature made a critical error and that is, not ordering a new independent ridership 
model after UC Berkeley found that the model by Cambridge Systematics was flawed in some 
of the practices it engaged in, during the preparation of the model and could not predict the 
profitability of the project. Ridership determines the size, scope, revenue and station 
configuration. How can we begin a project with bad underlying numbers? Cambridge 
Systematics was awarded, or should I say rewarded, with a no-bid contract that will cost the 
state $4 million dollars. This is not right and obviously is a “thank you” for taking the heat on the 
accusations. But remember their first reaction was to defend their company as they did in the 
George Mazur letter that said, we offered you a revision and you didn't take it. So now we have 
the organization that did the first study, doing the second one without a bid process. How 
independent do you think it will be, with an organization that does not want to disprove their 
original work, reviewed by a Ridership Panel hand-picked by the High Speed Rail Authority, one 
that is watched by Parson Brinckerhoff and managed only by the CEO, those interested in 
continuing the project and discouraging any information that would endanger the project. I 
understand that at least one member of the Ridership Peer Review panel has received 
consulting work from Cambridge Systematics. This is yet another issue compromising the 
internal ridership panel. The Legislature made a tragic mistake in not demanding an 
independent ridership model which could have been just about completed now if they had 
acted. 

Outreach: 

I have followed this project throughout many cities and the complaints are the same, very little 
actual communication, which means both ways that that results in changes to the project. The 
Authority touts private meetings with their friends as communication meetings instead of honest 
public meetings. This was done in the Central Valley as well as the Peninsula. 

Now we hear that the Authority is re-introducing another route through the Hanford area but you 
are not going to study it in this the Draft Project EIR, it will be done later. I am not an EIR expert 
but it"s hard to believe that you can do an EIR"s in a piecemeal fashion. You can't finish one 
Project EIR and then add an alternative later. That seems bizarre and bad if not illegal process. 
Will you prevent comment on the first alternative up to October 13 th and restrict later comment 
to the next alternative? In the spring after all alternatives are joined, can you confirm the 
Authority will allow yet another comment period, hopefully inviting comments on either or both 
alternatives. I am requesting to find out exactly how this EIR process will work. 

Chowchilla Area- West Chowchilla Bypass Option issues: 

Most of these comments were taken from Kole Upton"s extensive comments. There are gross 
inaccuracies about roads and easements in the EIR, taken from Kole Upton"s comments in the 
Chowchilla area, he asks and so do I, how is it possible for others to read the document and 
comment with such errors. Examples below: 

Section 2.4.2.2., Page 2-43, concerning the Hybrid Alternative and specifically the West 
Chowchilla bypass Option. Quoting, “The West Chowchilla Bypass Option would travel due 
south from Sandy Mush north of Chowchilla, following the west side of Road 11 3/4 ....” 
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The document does not accurately represent the situation. There is no Road 11 % going north 
from Sandy Mush. In fact, there is no such road in Merced County. Numbered road do not 
appear until Madera County several miles to the south along the proposed route. 

The Draft EIR does not adequately address flood impacts of the West Chowchilla Bypass 
Option of Hybrid Alternative particularly in Merced County. 

Deadman Creek does NOT have any flood control structures. Thus, Deadman Creek 
frequently spills over on to adjacent land during heavy rain events. On page 2-42 of the Hybrid 
Alternative part (2.4.4) of the Alternative Section (2.0), it simply states, “...existing facilities 
would be modified, improved, or replaced as needed ...” 

There are no facilities in that area. The construction of the train will present a new impediment 
to the flood situation adversely affecting surrounding landowners. Further, how will train 
operation be affected if the track is surrounded by, or under water? 

This Draft EIR inadequately addresses the flood situation of the West Chowchilla Bypass Option 
of the Hybrid, and the possible dire public safety impacts. 

Kole Upton, a farmer near the Y in the Chowchilla area said this during a hearing in Merced: 

“A copy of a Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request dated December 3, 2010 to the Federal 
Railroad Administration. Despite the fact nine months have elapsed and both Congressmen 
Cardoza and Denham have requested the information [on the East Chowchilla Bypass Option] 
be provided, we still have received nothing.” 

Question, is the FRA above the law? Why have they not sent the requested information? 

Upton says and so do I, this information is required for the District to be able to participate in 
these discussions. When the West Chowchilla Bypass Option was presented as an option 
despite the unanimous opposition of every public agency with jurisdiction in the area, we were 
told that FRA had directed CHSRA to consider that route. 

Page 2-21 of the 2.0 Alternatives section of the Draft EIR. The fourth paragraph (highlighted) 
down starts out, “The Hybrid Alternative also follows transportation corridors.”. 

This is not true. The West Chowchilla Bypass Option is part of the Hybrid Alternative and in 
Merced County it does NOT follow any transportation corridor, county easement, rabbit trail, or 
anything else. It goes thorough cultivated fields and destroys water district and farmer water 
facilities essential to continued production of several thousand acres. “ 

The Biological Resources and Wetlands Technical Report, Merced to Fresno Section EIR/EIS 
Section, August 2011 fails to identify an important habitat area. Further, it incorrectly identifies 
the area as rural residential. (Hybrid Alternative Section 2.2.3, Page 4-8, Figure 4-5.) 

There is a 14 acre parcel 1/8 of a mile to the south of Cross Road in Merced County is unique to 
the area. According to a recent (9/9/2011) environmental assessment of the site by Wiemeyer 
Ecological Science of Santa Rosa, California, “The Site provides and „island"of refuge for local 
wildlife as the Site is surrounded by agricultural development.” 


This site was set aside over 50 years ago and was planted with various varieties of trees such 
as eucalyptus that provide habitat for many species especially flying predators such as hawks. 

In fact, the San Joaquin Valley Raptor Center frequently releases predators that have nursed 
back to health after injuries. The planned route of the West Chowchilla Bypass Option of the 
Hybrid will bisect and destroy this irreplaceable habitat. 

The Hydraulics and Flood Plain Tech Reports A & B have flawed data. Throughout, it has the 
appropriate responsible jurisdictions confused and/or wrong, specifically, in regard to Dutchman 
and Deadman Creeks in Merced County. 

For example, page B-21 in Appendix B of the Fact Sheets for Selected Water Body Crossings 
has LeGrand-Athlone as the responsible water district. In fact, Le-Grand-Athlone only serves 
up to a certain point at just about the proposed route. After that, Chowchilla Water District uses 
the Creek as a means to deliver water to its constituents who own land on both sides of 
Deadman Creek. 

Further, the Draft EIR fails to address the effect of the destruction of the transfer facilities 
between the two districts. LeGrand-Athlone receives water from Merced irrigation District and 
transfers some of it to Chowchilla Water District. The proposed route destroys this capability 
thus adversely impacting landowners of Chowchilla Water district. 

In the Draft EIR/EIS, 1.0 Project Purpose, Need, and Objectives, part 1.2.3 CEQA Project 
Objectives for the HST System in California and in the Central Part of the San Joaquin Valley, 
page 1-4, one of the Objectives listed is, “Maximize the use of existing transportation corridors 
and rights of way, to the extent feasible.” 

The West Chowchilla Bypass Option (WCBO) is clearly at odds with that objective. From the 
surprise announcement of the WCBO in July of 2010, it has been opposed by every affected 
public agency with jurisdiction, and by virtually all of the affected landowners and citizens. 

The route especially in Merced County follows no transportation corridor of any kind, and 
ignores and incorrectly identifies rights of way. 

To the credit of some of the CHSRA staff (Jeff Abercrombie) and consultants from AECOM 
(Dick Wenzel) and Parsons (Dave Mansen), we have been able put a route under consideration 
that does maximize existing transportation corridors, specifically Highway 99 & 152. That route 
will be studied in the Draft EIR/EIS for the Merced to San Jose section. 

In many cases, the various documents as part of the Draft EIR/EIS are not consistent with one 
another. This makes it difficult to comment on the project. 

Example in the 1.0 Project, Purpose, Need, and Objectives, Part 1.4 Relationships to Other 
Transportation Projects and Plans in the Study Area, page 1-23, it states, “Many of the projects 
in the Route 99 Corridor Business Plan address potential improvements along SR 99 in Merced, 
Madera, and Fresno counties. These projects provide coordination opportunities for the Fresno 
to Merced HST Project.” 
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Volume III, Section A-Alignment Plans UPRR/SR99 Alternative with Ave 24 Wye, Drawing 
T0105A, sheet 5 of 6, it shows the proposed route for the West Chowchilla Bypass Option 
hooking up to Highway 99 at Sandy Mush Road. 

There is no mention that the landowner there has already been approached and committed to 
selling the same land for an interchange built by CalTrans at Sandy Mush and 99. Although 
there may have been opportunities for coordination, they have either not occurred or not been 
effective. 

The Preface states regarding the Identification of Preferred Alternative, “The board will not make 
a final decision on the project alternative to be implemented until after the Final Project EIR/EIS 
is issued.” 

However, under the Merced to Fresno HST Milestone Schedule, it states Property acquisition 
begins December 2012. 

Do they know ahead of time what the board will determine to be the Preferred 
Alternative? 

Is this the correct process at this time for any of these situations. Usually negotiations 
occur after a route is selected. These kind of behind the scenes conversations also went 
on in Hanford with the rendering plant but private owners were told the Authority staff 
could not speak about possible mitigations. 


If CHSRA is serious about receiving public input and conducting this Draft EIR/EIS comment 
period with the integrity that is imperative in our democracy, the West Chowchilla Bypass Option 
should be eliminated! 

Regarding the 2.0 Alternatives section, 2.4.6 Proposed Heavy Maintenance Facility Locations, 
page 2-82, it states that for the Harris-DeJager HMF proposal, “Joint Powers Authority to 
provide financing for site and offsite improvements.” 

What Joint Powers Authority? In California, such an entity would involve public agencies. Yet, 
no public agency with jurisdiction involving this property has been involved. Kole Upton was 
contacted by Mr. DeJager the day before the offer was submitted to the CHSRA. 

As a good neighbor, he was concerned that the proposal included part of my property. The 
agency submitting the proposal was apparently the City of Chowchilla, who not only does not 
have jurisdiction in this area, but is not even in the same county. 

The question is about the integrity of this process. Mr. DeJager has withdrawn his land from the 
proposal, perhaps now, it is time to stop spending public money studying it. Further, how many 
of the other HMF proposals are being considered by CHSRA without any thought or concern for 
the neighboring landowners or residents? Obviously the communication is not getting to the 
engineers or they are chosing to ignore it in an attempt to bill as many hours as possible. 

Fresno Impacts: 


Regarding section 3.8, Hydrology and Water Resources, page 3.8-21, “Dutchman Creek 
borders the north side of Harris-DeJager HMF site...” 

That is NOT true. Dutchman Creek is several miles to the north. Has that error been consistent 
throughout the EIR? If so, it calls in to question the analysis done concerning the West 
Chowchilla Bypass Option. 

Regarding section 7.0, Public and Agency Involvement, page 7-4, the 5 th paragraph down, “The 
alternatives analysis process continued after the April 8, 2010 Authority Board of Directors 
meeting, with additional public and agency input, including TWG meetings, public information 
meetings, and individual meetings with local agencies and individuals.” 

Supposedly, this led to the West Chowchilla Bypass Option (WCBO) being considered. 

However, I personally attended the TWG meeting in Merced on June 17, 2010. At that meeting, 
I specifically asked if any agency was in favor of a route west of Chowchilla. The answer was 
unanimous, “NO!” 


Though some city officials and business people sing the praises of the project, there are huge 
impacts that will beset the city and their residents. Here are some of the issues, comments and 
desires by staff and I too wonder about these things which point to lack of coordination and 
planning: 

1. Underpasses are preferred to overpasses. In part because of visual impacts and 
insufficient aesthetic mitigations, in part because of their experience with HW 
overpasses dividing communities while underpasses do less. Ashlan Ave overpass 
given as an example. Another street in EIR was called out because 8% grade has 
touchdown and pedestrian accessibility issues. 

2. Tulare St overpass, at 20 feet over H Street, is unacceptable. 

3. Lack of pedestrian connectivity. 

4. Water mains are a major problem; sewer lines, too. 


Nevertheless, in July, CHSRA announced the WCBO. 


5. Traffic mitigations at several locations. They (Fresno) included proposed language for 
acceptable mitigation measures. 


There has been no agency with any jurisdiction in the affected area in favor of the WCBO. Also, ioi 8-14 

virtually every landowner and affected citizen is opposed. 


6. Significant impacts to emergency response impacts were minimized and misunderstood. 


Remarkably, this Draft EIR seeks to justify this abomination by implying its selection was a 
result of significant outreach and input. 


7. A request that city staff time for EIR work be paid for by the HSRA. 
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1018-15 


Significant traffic congestion and short-term air quality impacts. 


22. Downtown diagrams are using obsolete maps. 


9. Concern that the design-build-bid method will keep the traffic handling plan (which 
usually comes after CEQA/NEPA clearance) from being costed and will lead to project 
cost creeps. The EIR comments then listed all expected construction-related traffic 
mitigations. 


23. Relocation Assistance Program brochures should be included in the Fres-Merced EIR, 
just like in Fres-Bak EIR. 

24. Reiterates that HSRA should be 100% responsible for any/all mitigation. 


10. Terminating neighborhood streets was inadequately studied or mitigated. 

11. Additional ROW will be required to either add local frontage roads or convert to cul-de- 
sacs. Remnants and unusable slivers were not addressed. “The City is greatly 
concerned over the loss of land for economic development, loss of property tax 
revenues and sales tax revenues, as well as the potential for blight created by the HST 
project.” 

12. Requests that mitigations be more specifically developed prior to EIR certification. For 
example, noise impacts of a wall “from 10 to 14 feet” greatly changes with those heights. 

13. Regional Population Characteristics used 2000 Census data; 2010 data is now 
available. Projected population growth may be lower and would further substantiate 
project impacts. This argument was used repeatedly. 

14. Poverello House women"s shelter provides numerous services. 


25. The Van Ness Gateway may become a cul-de-sac and the context for the Gateway will 
be impacted. “Other than perhaps from the train(s) itself it will be difficult or impossible to 
view the resource.” 

26. Several thousand public/private parking spaces exist; new parking should not be 
developed on a speculative basis. 

27. Quoted from the comments: “In regards to Table 3.2-30, "Mitigation Measures Fresno 

Station Area - Future (2035) Plus Project", the DEIR/EIS does not prescribe a method for 
implementing these mitigation measures. 

This project is being funded with one-time money for this segment, and assuming other 
project segments are funded in a similar manner, those Federal dollars may not be 
eligible to implement future year mitigations for a previously constructed project 
segment, thus creating a CEQA/NEPA issue for these traffic impacts. 


1018-17 


1018-18 

1018-191 
1018-201 


15. Roeding Park is historic; first park of Fresno. Project disrupts Roeding Park master plan; 
city requests compensation for the need to redesign it. Vibrations were not studied 
sufficiently. 

16. The EIR states that sound walls along Roeding Park would have the following effects: 

“It is assumed that a sound barrier would be 10 to 14 feet tall and have aesthetic 
treatment. A 10-foot-high sound barrier would reduce noise to 64dBA at 250 feet inside 
the park and residual noise effects would occur. A 14foot- high sound barrier would 
reduce noise effect effects to within IdB of no impact.” 

17. A hint that construction-related employment effects were inflated. “It is not clear how 
the $156,000 annual wage for construction workers was derived. It seems high.” 

18. “The total employment figures for Fresno County are different on each of the tables, by 
almost 100,000 jobs. The figures on 3.18-4 may represent total labor force, not total 
employment. These tables should be reconciled to ensure accuracy.” 

19. Forestiere Underground Gardens (you must visit this link!) is in direct path of roadway 
improvements related to all three alternatives. 

20. Historic resources: McCardle Home and Zacky Farms MAY be eligible. Commissioners 
raised the option of including 40s & 50s motels along 99. 


Furthermore the HST project's reconfigurations, realignments and road closures represent 
alterations to traffic patterns that will be permanent upon project completion, thus creating the 
impact at the time of project construction. Therefore the project must either a) construct the 
mitigation measures identified in the DEIR/EIS concurrently with the initial project construction 
rather than deferring them to an unidentified time in the future; or b) identify how the mitigation 
measures will be funded and, prior to construction of the project, draft and enter into a legally 
binding and enforceable agreement between the State of California and City of Fresno for the 
construction of these improvements. 

Conclusion: 

We specifically urge the Authority analyze the agricultural land impacts and the growth 
inducement impacts of the proposed project. There appears to be little to no regard to the 
extreme financial burden due to the loss of tax revenues to the counties and cities, their 
expenses for the man hours to analysis this EIR or the project as a whole. There have been 
little to no coordination efforts with local agencies and in those cities that did have meetings, 
they say those conversations and suggestions were not taken seriously and do not reflect in this 
massive document. Solutions such as in the case of Bakersfield would have helped avoid 
terrible impacts to their city. But most of all there was been little consideration to the people who 
will be forever effected by this project. No respect for the extreme worry and the lack of 
information that has caused people to put their lives on hold. These are the very same families 
and businesses, who the Authority addressed as “Dear Occupant” during the notification 
process and without particulars about them or their properties. 


21. Downtown rail station is in the Fresno-Bakersfield map. Request that it also be included 
in Fresno-Merced for continuity. 


Both CEQA and NEPA require an adequate analysis of alternatives for the project. The so- 
called “Program Level” EIR/EIS cannot be relied upon to have handled the “alternatives” 
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analysis properly. It did not do so, and fundamental changes in the routing identified in that 
Program Level EIR/EIS are under consideration by the Authority. This means, particularly, that a 
new look at the 1-5 corridor is required. The current document is totally inadequate with respect 
to its examination of alternatives. Real alternatives must be identified and must be studied in a 
thorough way. 

I look forward to your response. 

Kathy Hamilton 
405 El Camino #416 
Menlo Park, Ca. 94025 
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1018-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

1018-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-20, FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

Profitability is not a factor in determining independent utility. Independent utility means 
that project facilities can provide a viable transportation function if additional facilities are 
not built. As discussed in the Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a), the initial 
section of tracks is being developed to deliver early benefits by leveraging other 
systems—enabling them to operate on the new high-speed tracks, which can be done 
without impacts on design or the integrity of the new infrastructure. Improved passenger 
rail service would begin upon completion of the first HST segment by connecting the 
San Joaquins, ACE, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the Capitol Corridor (and 
potentially Caltrain). Through a new, strategic approach, there is also the opportunity for 
new or improved travel between Bakersfield and Sacramento, Oakland, San Jose, and 
San Francisco. This use of the high-speed tracks would continue to benefit passenger 
rail service in the state even if the HST System is not advanced. 

1018-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10, FB-Response-GENERAL-25. 

1018-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-27. 

This is a joint CEQA and NEPA document. As stated in Section 1.1.3 of the EIR/EIS, the 
FRA is the lead federal agency for compliance with NEPA and other federal laws. The 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is participating as a cooperating agency under NEPA. 

The Authority is serving as a joint lead agency under NEPA and is the lead agency for 
compliance with CEQA. 

1018-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-Response-N&V-05, FB- 
Response-S&S-02, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-04, FB-Response-SO-06, 


1018-5 

FB-Response-SO-07. 

For information on the Environmental Justice communities in the Northeast District of 
Bakersfield see section Volume I Chapter 3.12 section 4.5 and 5.3.3 in the Community 
Impact Assessment Technical Report. See section 4.3.2 in the Community Impact 
Assessment Technical Report for information on specific environmental justice outreach 
and interest groups. 

Please refer to Mitigation Measure SO-4: Implement measures to reduce impacts 
associated with the relocation of important facilities. These measures will apply to all 
churches and other important facilities displaced in Bakersfield. The Authority will 
consult with these respective parties before land acquisition to assess potential 
opportunities to reconfigure land use and buildings and/or relocate affected facilities, as 
necessary, to minimize the disruption of facility activities and services, and also to 
ensure relocation that allows the community currently served to continue to access 
these services. This mitigation measure will be effective in minimizing the impacts of the 
project by completing new facilities before necessary relocations, and by involving 
affected facilities in the process of identifying new locations for their operations. The 
Authority, as required under the Uniform Act, bears the cost of compensation for 
displaced public infrastructure. 

The location of the house with the day care cited in the comment (10119 Palm Avenue, 
Bakersfield) would not be displaced by the HST project, and therefore, the owner would 
not be subject to eminent domain laws. However, some road work may be required 
along Palm Avenue and the owner would be compensated for any damage to the front 
yard. Noise barriers are proposed at this location; see Figure 3.4-19 Bakersfield area: 
Potential sound barrier sites. These sound barriers would mitigate 99% of the severe 
noise impacts in the Bakersfield area. Those noise receivers with impacts not mitigated 
by a sound barrier would receive other forms of mitigation, such as building insulation or 
payment of property noise easements; see N&V-MM#3: Implement Proposed California 
High-Speed Train Project Noise Mitigation Guidelines. The HST project design features 
have been developed that would prevent train accidents, including derailments and 
collisions with trains and other vehicles; Section 3.11.5, Safety and Security 
Environmental Consequences provides more information. 
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Owners who believe they have suffered a loss of property value as a result of the project 
may file a claim with the State of California’s Government Claims Program. More 
information may be obtained online at www.vcgcb.ca.gov/claims/. 

1018-6 

The visual effects of the project on farms and other viewpoints in the rural San Joaquin 
Valley are discussed at length in Section 3.16, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, of the 
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, which identifies the potential impacts of the project 
on residents at foreground distance from the alignments as a potentially significant 
impact. As discussed in Section 3.16.5.3 and depicted on Figure 3.16-36, the visual 
impact of the project decreases rapidly with distance from the project. For those rural 
residents who are near the alignments, Mitigation Measures AVR-MM#2c, #2d, #2e, and 
#2f have been recommended and would substantially mitigate the types of impacts that 
farms, dairies, and other rural residents would experience. 

1018-7 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-AG-01, FB- 
Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-03. 

Also see Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO#16 for information on the effects on 
agricultural businesses. 

1018-8 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 

1018-9 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-06, FB-Response-AG-05, FB- 
Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-GENERAL-14. 

For information about the economic effects on agriculture, see the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #16. For a detailed 
analysis of the effects of the FIST project on agricultural production, see Appendix C of 
the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authority and FRA 2012g). The 


1018-9 

analysis in this appendix provides these results by county and by project alternative in 
terms of the number of acres of agricultural production loss; the resulting annual 
revenue loss in both dollar and percentage terms for each type of agricultural product; 
and the employment loss. 

The analysis of potential job loss as a result of residential and business displacement 
and relocation was performed by alternative, and the results are presented in Volume I, 
Section 3.12 (Impact SO #10, SO #11, and SO #12). 

A gap analysis of available properties was performed for the relocated businesses, and 
the results showed that there are suitable replacement locations in the surrounding 
areas, which means that employees would continue to be employed at these 
businesses. See the Draft Relocation Impact Report for a complete analysis (Authority 
and FRA 2012h). Employees would not lose their jobs because the property acquisition 
and compensation plan includes provisions to ensure that relocated businesses remain 
fully operational at their new location. 

See Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #5 (Temporary Construction Employment), for 
information on the number of construction jobs created as a result of the project; the 
ability of the existing regional labor force to fill the demand for the direct construction 
jobs; and the resulting indirect and induced jobs. Impact SO #14 (Employment Growth) 
details the long-term jobs created to operate and maintain the project in the region, as 
well as the jobs created as a result of the improved connectivity of the region to the rest 
of the state. The total number of new jobs created is estimated to be a 3.2% increase in 
total employment above the 2035 estimate of 1.4 million total jobs in the region under 
the No Project Alternative (Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2010). 

1018-10 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24. 

Air traffic is not the major means of travel today within the Central Valley, or to and from 
the valley. That is because airlines do not serve many airports and are infrequent and 
expensive. In contrast, HST in the initial segment will serve three stations within the 
valley (four if Kings/Tulare is included in the system), stop at least once an hour in each 
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direction, and cost much less than flying. Even in the high HST fare scenario the 
average Fresno - Los Angeles fare is less than 40% of the cost of flying to LAX (air fare 
from 2012 Business Plan Ridership and Revenue Forecasting Technical Memorandum, 
Appendix B, p. C-1 [Cambridge Systematics, Inc. 2012]). 

The HST instead is expected to attract its riders from auto traffic, as shown in the table 
below for Fresno/Madera to the LA Basin for the Initial Operating Segment high forecast 
for the year 2030. Of the auto trips, 78% continue to drive, but the 1 hr 45 min HS trip 
between San Fernando and Fresno attracts 790,000 trips a year, 57% of them work- 
related. 

Table 1 Fresno - Los Angeles Trips without and with HSR 


(Year 2030, millions of annual trips) 


Fresno/Madera 

to Los Angeles Basin 

Without HSR 

Attracted by HSR 

Auto 

Air 

Total 

Auto 

Air 

New 

Total 

Trips 

3.46 

0.02 

3.48 

0.75 

0.02 

0.02 

0.79 

% attracted to HSR 

22% 

100% 


2 - LEGAL/Authority guidance needed 


1018-10 

3 - Refer to Master Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24. 

4 - Ridership forecasts and procedure have been found to be reasonable as noted in 
Master Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24, and the Authority’s actions have 
produced a Business Plan sufficient to obtain financing of the first stage of the project 
from the State Legislature. 

1018-11 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 

1018-12 

This comment pertains to the Merced to Fresno project section. Information on that 
project can be found at the Authority's website. 

1018-13 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-OI. 

1018-14 

As listed in Appendix 2-A of the EIR/EIS, Kern and Mono streets in downtown Fresno 
would be closed at the HST alignment. Out-of-direction travel for emergency access as 
a result of these closures would be one block. The principal road closures in Fresno 
would take place as a result of closing South Railroad Avenue between East California 
and South Orange. South Railroad Avenue runs parallel to the west side of the UPRR 
right-of-way in this area and would be removed for the HST alignment. North-south 
access in this area would be provided by Golden State Boulevard, which is parallel 
to South Railroad Avenue approximately 500 feet to the west. North of Church Street, 
northbound access is also provided by G Street, which parallels the east side of Golden 
State Boulevard. A number of roads that terminate at South Railroad Avenue from the 
west (East California, South Cherry, East Lorena, South Sarah, East Belgravia, and 
South East) would now terminate at the HST alignment. South Van Ness and East 
Florence currently cross the UPRR at-grade in this area. These two roads would be 
terminated at the HST alignment. Emergency access to properties adjacent to South 
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Railroad Boulevard between East California and South Orange and the streets that tie 
into it would be provided from Golden State Boulevard and G Street. 

The Authority has worked with the City of Fresno to provide a surface street circulation 
plan with the HST that would not hinder emergency services. 

1018-15 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01, FB-Response-SO-05. 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01, FB-Response-SO-05, and Section 
3.3, Air Quality and Climate Change, Impact AQ #4 - Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
During Construction. 

In response to analysis of terminating neighborhood streets, all roads that cross the 
alignment were evaluated for average daily traffic, and roads that serve high volumes of 
traffic or are otherwise important routes were considered for overcrossings, whether 
they were in a "rural" area or not. Roads proposed to be closed are those estimated to 
have volumes fewer than 500 vehicles per day, with crossings available on alternative 
detour routes that would add 1 mile or less in out-of-direction travel to a trip. Impacts 
from each individual road closure would be an inconvenience, but would not restrict 
continued access, and therefore impacts were determined to be less than significant. 

Right-of-way acquisition associated with the project would result in many residential and 
business displacements. For the Fresno displacements, sufficient numbers of suitable 
vacant residential and business structures are located in the area to house these 
relocations, and therefore considerable residential migration or changes in the local 
business environment are expected. Given the overall size of the economy of Fresno, 
these business relocations do not represent a significant portion of the City’s sales tax 
base or overall sales revenue, and any temporary period where these businesses would 
be closed to relocate would not be significant. Because it is anticipated that the majority 
of these businesses will relocate in the area, no physical deterioration will result. 


1018-16 

The Federal Railroad Administration and Department of Transportation issued a notice 
of intent to prepare an environmental impact statement for the California High Speed 
Train Project for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section on October 1,2009. This date 
established the year of the affected environment. At that time, the 2010 Census data 
had not been published, and therefore some 2000 Census data were used for the 
socioeconomics analysis in addition to more recent data from the American Community 
Survey, the California Department of Finance, the California Employment Development 
Division, the California State Board of Equalization, as well as local data sources. 

1018-17 

There are no cemeteries within the Area of Potential Effect (APE) surrounding Roeding 
Park. All known cemeteries are west of the park, and will not be impacted by any 
project activities. 

The vibration impact assessment is primarily designed to identify the potential human 
annoyance from vibration from HST operations for buildings with vibration-sensitive use 
as described by the FRA and FTA land use categories. However, all buildings in close 
proximity to the proposed alignments assessed for potential structural damage from 
HST operations and/or construction. The potential for damage from vibration from HST 
operations is limited to extremely fragile building locations within 30 feet of the tracks. 
The HST right of way width varies from 120 feet for at-grade tracks, to approximately 60 
feet for elevated fill, to approximately 45 feet for elevated structures. In general, the 
area of impact is therefore within or close to the project right-of-way. Typical buildings, 
such as residences, located outside this distance would not have the potential for 
damage from vibration. 

As described in the California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS Merced to Fresno 
Section, locations with potential vibration impacts in the project corridor are because of 
the potential for annoyance effects from HST operations. While the vibration at these 
locations might be felt by receptors, it would be well below the thresholds for damage to 
structures. It is helpful to note that the vibration levels generated by passing HSTs would 
generally be less than the levels generated by freight trains in the study area. 
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The numbers in the tables display data from different forecasting sources, Cambridge 
Systematics, Inc., and Council of Environmental Deans and Directors, that utilize 
different methodologies and therefore result in different estimates. These 
inconsistencies do not mean the numbers are inaccurate. 

1018-19 

The Forestiere Underground Gardens are located within the Study Area of the Merced 
to Fresno Section of the FIST project, and the impacts are addressed in the Merced to 
Fresno Section Final EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2012b), which is available on the 
Authority's website. 

1018-20 

These resources are not addressed in the EIR/EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section. 
These resources were responded to as part of the EIR/EIS for the Merced to Fresno 
Section. 

1018-21 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01. 

Transportation mitigation measures that will be implemented as part of the initial 
construction will be those that have an impact associated with the construction of the 
FIST trackway and system support elements. Those that will be needed as part of the 
station improvements and the initiation of HSR service (for example, improvements in 
the vicinity of the station) will be implemented in conjunction with future construction 
contracts. 

1018-22 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 
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I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #404 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Add to Mailing List: 


Action Pending 

10/4/2011 

No 

CA Resident 
9/25/2011 
Project Email 
Derek 
Hance 


CA 

NA 

hancedOl @gmail.com 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakeholder Perhaps this is a stupid question, but why not instead of building a 

Comments/Issues : elevated rail thru many neighborhoods and destroying homes, 

businesses, historical landmarks, for the fresno Bakersfield run, just get 
trackage rights on existing track from approximately Allen/Hagman RD 
down the BNSF line to Edison Hwy? 

To sweeten the deal offer to BNSF to build a additional lane in that 
stretch to offset any potential conflict with freight trains and upgrade the 
existing track so you can run faster than 80mph. 

You have homes and businesses near but that exists in europe too! 
Fences and grade separated crossings will be needed and you can use 
the existing Amtrak station too as the stopping point where a commuter 
rail can then service outlying communities such as Arvin/Lamont, 
Buttonwillow, Delano, McFarland and possibly a substation in southwest 
Bakersfield and enough interest re extend the line to Taft and Porterville. 

I agree without such a huge grade required for high speed and instead 
of taking a corner at 220 you may need to slow down, but that would be 
required already due to the scheduled stop in Bakersfield. A slowdown 
from 220 to 120mph will add 2-3 minutes for a train passing thru or 
roughly 4 minutes for a train stopping. 

The benefits of this outweigh the costs, yes your goal is to have a 
completely separate track but let's rely on infrastructure already in place 
to save money on construction. Less destruction means less eminent 
domain troubles and potential lawsuits, and keep the community happier 
so that they are more inclined to help and use the train vs. Shun and 
block its progress... 

4 minutes is a small price for simplicity, tilting train technology may even 
allow for a smaller decrease in time gained! 

This project is already getting hammered as the boondoggle of the 
century so let's make smarter decisions! 

Take a lesson from europe, they more often choose to upgrade or add 
lanes to their lines not build new ones thru cities! 

Sincerely, 

Derek Hance 

Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
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1019-1 

The BNSF right-of-way is nominally 100 feet wide through the Bakersfield area. As 
shown in Chapter 2.0, Alternatives, the HST would require at least 60 feet of that right- 
of-way. There is not sufficient width for both freight and HST tracks in the BNSF right-of- 
way. 
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Q9-Z&-llP04'21 RCVD 


Board of Directors 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento* CA 95E14 

Re; Request for Extension of EIR/ELS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of LG. Boswell Company* dated September E, 2011* for 
extension of time to review the EQt/EIS documents of at least 1 SO days. 


Slgned: 


[Name] 

TW\cq 

[Organization] 

q/n/n 
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1020-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #534 DETAIL 


1021-1 ' 
1021-21 

I021-3| 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : 

Interest As : 

Submission Date : 

Submission Method : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 


Action Pending 
10/11/2011 
No 

Individual 

Individual 

10/11/2011 

Website 

Rob 

Harding 

Owner 


Bakersfield 

CA 

93308 

661-392-9010 

rharding@kernmail.com 


Yes 

How much farmland is this going to take up , 

How much will the tickect be and when you to a destination will you have to 
rent a car to get to doger stadium just for example. 

I think this a wast of money put this money towards schools . 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1021 (Rob Harding, October 11, 2011) 


1021-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#4, for information on the permanent conversion 
of agricultural land, and see Mitigation Measure AG-1 in Volume I, Section 3.14, for 
measures to preserve the total amount of prime farmland. 

1021-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-GENERAL-06, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-14 and FB-Response-TR-03. 

1021-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04. 

The prices of tickets have not been set. The EIR/EIS analyzed ticket prices equal 
to 50% and 80% of the cost of an airfare. 

The HST System will be tied into existing transit systems in the communities where 
stations are located, and the Authority is working with major communities to improve 
transit connections with the system when it is built. Rental cars will also be available at 
HST stations. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1022 (Debbie Headrick, October 7, 2011) 


IPtJf ; 


Board of Directors 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street. Suite SOO 
Sacramento. CA 95814 

Re; Request for Extension of EIR/HS Comment Period - E resno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board; 

Wc support the request of J.G. Boswell Company, dated Septembers. 2011, for an 
extension of time to review the EIR/EIS documents of at Eeast ISO days. 


Signed: 



|Name] 


10rgani?aiicinl 


aW. 

Date* 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1022 (Debbie Headrick, October 7, 2011) 


1022-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1023 (Don and Melanie Headrick, October 12, 2011) 


^ CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Fre»o to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ 
Environmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS) 

Publlt Hearings 

D1 , September 2011 

neose submit your completed comment cord ot the 
end of tho meeting, or mail to: 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


LoSe^de Fresno a ioltmfieW del Tren de Alta 
»»odod Proyecto de Informe de Impede Ambiental/ 
Oedoroaan de fmpodo Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 


Fresno to 


Septiembre del 2011 

For favor enfregue su tarjeta completada al final de la 
reumpn. o envieia par correo a la siguiente direcctan; 

9 t Clrent OAil #■_ __ 


Pef *° d '* ^ Aw 9 u * 15 to September 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. 


'■HI JirptreTnore oei 

Name/Nombre: ^ 

Orgoni2aticm/Organiroddn; ^ <_ 

Address/Domicilio: /O 7~~h 


El period© de comentorio es del 15 de Agosta al 28 
de Septiembre del 2011. los comentarios tienen que ser 
reobidos efednbnicomente, o rnatasellodas, el o antes 
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


-' —.hv. i IW. -_ 

Phone Number/Numero de Uehna^9 /<rVS / t.-770J> /^, CtV. / 

Oly, State, Zip Code/Ciudod, Eslado, Codigo Postal - ,'CjT 9^3c> 




Our affected property consists of two parcels APN 
028-050-003 and APN 028-050-006, 157 acres from 7th 
Avenue to Highway 43, between Idaho and Jackson 


r 


COMMENTS. CONCERNS. QUESTIONS 


1023-1 


1023-2 

1023-3 


1. Proposed path eliminates new well on west parcel (028-050-003). Cost to replace. 
$200,000. Do I receive compensation for this loss? 

2. Proposed path eliminates 2 pipelines connecting 2 parcels (028-050-003 and 
(028-050-006). Will I be compensated? 

3. Proposed path and right of way eliminates east parcel (028-050-006) from receiving 
Lakeside Irrigation water $75 per acre foot times 4 acre feet times 80 acres is 
$24,000. Do i receive compensation? 

4 HSR right of way blocks access to 30 acres, landlocked by HSR and the Lakeside 
Canal on APN 028-050-006. Specifically, 30 acres of landlocked acreage could 
require 2 bridges over Eucalyptus Canal at approximately $30,000 each, or 
depending on over-crossings, increased travel between APN 028-050-003 and APN 
028-050-006 could be one and one-half miles per vehicle and required equipment to 
farm the 30 acres. Do I get compensated? 

5. Proposal requires new route to haul walnuts to APN 028-050-003 (huller/dryer) from 
028-050-006: Will I be compensated for this added expense? 

6. Proposal deprives huller(APN-050-003) of 80 acres for disposal of huller/dryer waste 
water Cost is difficult to calculate. 

7. Proposal requires hulls and shells from walnut huller/dryer be hauled an additional 
2+ miles, depending on the Jackson or Idaho crossings. How will I be compensated? 

8 Trips to Hanford for business would require special routing. Moving equipment over 
crossings would require special handling because the equipment is 25 feet wide and 
would require 4 lane overpasses. Do I get compensated for this? If so. how do you 
compute value? Does my liability insurance increase markedly because I am moving 
large equipment on now very busy overpasses since all traffic is "funneled" to the 
overpass? 

9 How much vibration does the HSR create when trains are passing? What is the 
effect of the vibrations on wells? Will vibrations cave-in a well? What is the vibration 
effect on concrete pipelines? What is the effect on plastic pipelines? 

10 I have only been contacted by the rail authority twice regarding affected parcel or 
parcels ...cannot really determine if APN 028-050-003 is affected by the descriptions 
provided. HSR requested permission to access parcel APN 028-050-006 to look for 
Native American artifacts and endangered species. Has the HSR found any artifacts or 
endangered species? Will I be notified with specific information? 


See attached comments, concerns, and questions. 


1023-4 


In conclusion, how do you compute the compensation for the present expenses and 
values to eternity. Some of these expenses are not a one-time, yearly expense. Some 
of these expenses and values do not stagnate on a finite number. How do you 
compensate for these values? I designed a viable business model with these two 
parcels, but the HSR destroys the model. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1023 (Don and Melanie Headrick, October 12, 2011) 


1023-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-04, FB- 
Response-SO-OI. 

1023-2 

FIST vibration levels will be less than those generated by the current freight rail traffic. 
Wells currently located adjacent to the existing BNSF tracks are subject to vibration 
levels substantially higher than the vibration levels that would be generated by FIST 
operations. If the wells are not currently experiencing any of these problems under 
existing conditions, they would not be expected to experience these problems with the 
addition of FIST operations. 

1023-3 

No special-status plants or wildlife species were observed on the commenter’s property 
or in the immediate vicinity. However, the analysis conducted as part of the 
environmental study uses a habitat-based approach to identify impacts (see Section 
3.7.3). 

1023-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1024 (Don and Melanie Headrick, October 12, 2011) 


^ au ^Nia 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


>( 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fretno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Ikon de Aha 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veteddod Pno/edo de Informe de Impodo Ambiental/ 
Environmental Impad Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedaroadn de Impodo Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

ruDiK Hearings rwatcnaes ruoiuas 
Septiembre del 2011 


2011 

Please submit your completed comment card at the Pbr favor entregue su tarjeta completada al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o envfda por conreo a la siguiente direcdOn: 

Fresno fo Bakersfield DHR/CtS Comment, 770 i Shoo#, Suite 800, Swramente, CA 95814 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosta al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentorios tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. redbido* eledrrioicamente, o mataselbdos, el o antes 

del 28 dc Septiembre del 2011. 




A*. 


Name/Nombre: 

Orgonizotion/Orgonizocidn: 

Address/Domicilio: /O / 

Phone Number/Numero de Telefono wCT^ 

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudod, Estodo, C6di 
E-mail Address/Correo Electrdnico: lyi*. /a t a • i ( % £* rTv> 

(Use odditionol poges if needed/Usar poginas adicionales si es necesario) 


igo Postal;. 93230 _ 




Our affected property consists of two parcels, APN 
028-050-003 and APN 028-050-006, 157 acres from 7th 
Avenue to Highway 43, between Idaho and Jackson 
Avenue. 


for the HSR Authority 

Why did the HRS route the train through a planned multi-million dollar 
electrical substation east of Highway 43 on Grangeville Boulevard? 
Does the HSR not know how valuable an updated energy supply is to 
individuals and businesses? Can we expect to pay higher power rates 
without the additional planned power from this substation? Does HSR 
just assume the project can “get out of the way”? 



1024-21 
1024-31 
1024-41 
1024-5 


1024-6 

1024-7 


2. What is the power source for the HSR? 

3. What are the proposed safety plans for predictable or probable rail 
accidents? 

4. Is our air quality going to deteriorate because the rail will cause citizens 
to travel farther to get to the same previous destination. 

5. What research, data collection was completed before this "alternative" 
route was selected as the BEST choice? 

6. Why not start the train where there is a greater demand for HSR? Why 
not start at a point where the most passengers can get reasonable 
access to use the train? Is this rural area your choice because you 
believe it is the path of least resistance, meaning that rural people don’t 
understand the impact of what you are doing? Do you think this HSR 
proposal harms fewer people in rural areas than in the urban areas? Do 
the urban dwellers have more value than the residents in small towns 
and farming areas? 

7. Have you considered the long term, complex impact to the small towns 
and farming community? 

8 What is the restoration plan if this precious farmland is cut beyond 
profitable use if the rail or other parts of the rail are never completed? 
How will the HRS or other responsible government entity ever undue the 
mess created? Would our tax dollars pay for this too? 


See attached comments, concerns, and questions. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1024 (Don and Melanie Headrick, October 12, 2011) 


1024-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

The Authority understands the substation referenced by the commenter to be Southern 
California Edison’s proposed Mascot Electrical Substation project, approved by the 
California Public Utilities Commission in the second quarter of 2011. Section 3.6, Public 
Utilities and Energy, of the Final EIR/EIS evaluates anticipated effects on existing public 
utility facilities and services; however, the proposed Mascot substation was not expected 
to be within the project footprint at the time of the Draft EIR/EIS analysis. Based on 
review of the proposed Mascot substation plans, the facility would not be directly 
affected by the FIST project footprint. What could not be determined from the substation 
exhibit is where Southern California Edison plans to construct the associated 
transmission lines relative to the existing Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) 
lines. Depending on planned placement, the route of transmission lines connected to the 
proposed facility may need to be altered. 

Section 3.6 of the EIR/EIS refers to Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) Guidelines, which states that a significant impact on utilities and service 
systems would occur if a project results in a conflict with a fixed facility, such as an 
electrical substation. No such impact would occur. However, the Authority has and will 
continue to actively coordinate with utility providers during all design phases of the 
project to identify, describe, and evaluate the potential impact of the HST project on 
existing electrical infrastructure. Where the project would require modification of any 
electrical substation or electrical transmission, power, or distribution line, such 
modifications would be conducted in compliance with California Public Utilities 
Commission General Order 131-D. 

1024-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-02. 

1024-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-02. 

As discussed in Section 3.11, a basic design feature of an HST system is to contain 
train sets within the operational corridor. Strategies to ensure containment include 


1024-3 

design, operational, and maintenance plan elements that will ensure high-quality tracks 
and vehicle maintenance to reduce the risk of derailment. Also, physical elements, such 
as containment parapets, check rails, guardrails, and derailment walls, will be used in 
specific areas with a high risk of, or high impact from, derailment. These areas include 
elevated guideways and approaches to conventional rail and roadway crossings. The 
equipment specifications for the HSTs call for undercarriage clamps and traction motor 
casing designs that will enable the trains to “hug” the rails in the event of a derailment 
and keep the trains in alignment with the track structure. These features, plus the tight- 
coupled, articulated nature of the train sets will allow the trains to behave during a 
derailment in a manner which promotes the safest possible outcome. The operating 
system for the train will be fully automated with state-of-the-art communication, access 
control, and monitoring and detection systems to help prevent derailments from 
occurring. The proposed automatic train control system will prevent train-to-train 
collisions in the HST system. The proposed seismic detection system will allow the HST 
system to react to detected seismic events in a manner what will provide options for 
significantly reducing the risk of derailment and/or injuries and damage in the event of a 
major earthquake. As a standard maintenance procedure, the track at any point will be 
inspected several times a week using measurement and recording equipment aboard 
special measuring trains that will run between midnight and 5 a.m. and usually pass 
over any given section of track once in the night. Irregularities in the rail will be fixed 
immediately. 

1024-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03. 

1024-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-02, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

The Authority and FRA’s prior program EIR/EIS documents (see Section 1.5, Tiering of 
Program EIR/EIS Documents) selected the BNSF Railway route as the Preferred 
Alternative for the Central Valley HST between Fresno and Bakersfield in the 2005 
Statewide Program EIR/EIS decision document (Authority and FRA 2005). Therefore, 
the Project EIR/EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section focuses on alternative 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1024 (Don and Melanie Headrick, October 12, 2011) - Continued 


1024-5 

alignments along the general BNSF Railway corridor. 

Neither the Authority nor the FRA had selected a "proposed project" under CEQA or a 
"preferred alternative" under NEPA at the time the Draft EIR/EIS or the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS was circulated. The Authority will use the information in the 
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and input from the agencies and public to identify the 
Preferred Alternative. The decision will include consideration of the project purpose and 
need and the project objectives presented in Chapter 1, Project Purpose and Need, as 
well as the objectives and criteria in the alternatives analysis and the comparative 
potential for environmental impacts. 

As discussed in Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, the need for an FIST System exists 
statewide, with regional areas contributing to this need. The Fresno to Bakersfield 
Section is an essential component of the statewide FIST System. 

The need for improvements to intercity travel in California, including intercity travel 
between the south San Joaquin Valley, the Bay Area, Sacramento, and Southern 
California, relate to a variety of issues. The capacity of California’s intercity 
transportation system, including that of the south San Joaquin Valley, is insufficient to 
meet existing and future travel demand. The current and projected future system 
congestion will continue to result in deteriorating air quality, reduced reliability, and 
increased travel times. The system has not kept pace with the tremendous increase in 
population, economic activity, and tourism in the state, including that in the south San 
Joaquin Valley. The interstate highway system, commercial airports, and conventional 
passenger rail system serving the intercity travel market are operating at or near 
capacity and will require large public investments for maintenance and expansion to 
meet existing demand and future growth over the next 25 years and beyond. Moreover, 
the feasibility of expanding many major highways and key airports is uncertain; some 
needed expansions may be impractical or may be constrained by physical, political, and 
other factors. 

The Authority and FRA have divided the HST System into logical sections that will 
support operation of HST service between stations initially, such as between Fresno and 
Bakersfield, and as the system is expanded. As Fresno and Bakersfield are the two 


1024-5 

largest cities in the San Joaquin Valley and both are surrounded by metropolitan areas 
and are economic hubs within the region, their potential ridership and regional economic 
importance make them logical termini for a section of the HST System. The first section 
of the California HST System requires over 100 miles of high speed track to test the 
high-speed trains. The Central Valley is the best location for this initial phase for the 
reasons discussed above, and because the relatively straight alignment would allow for 
the testing of track, signaling systems, and trainsets at operational speeds. 

The Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) describes the Authority's plan for the 
long-term development of the HST System, using a combination of federal, state, and 
private financing. The Revised 2012 Business Plan is available on the Authority's 
website. 

1024-6 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-GENERAL-05. 

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #7, for 
information on the disruption to communities, and Impact SO #8 for effects to the 
makeup of the regional agricultural community. 

1024-7 

Section 3.14 of the EIR/EIS identifies the acreage of remnant farmland that would be too 
small to continue to farm. That land would be acquired by the state during acquisition of 
property for the project. The remnant land would be sold at auction or used for habitat 
restoration. The capital costs for the project include mitigation of impacts on agricultural 
land. Therefore, state and federal funding for project construction will include funding for 
mitigation. 

In April 2013, the Authority reached an agreement with agricultural interests on 
mitigation of agricultural land impacts for the Merced to Fresno Section of the HST 
System (Authority 2013). Under that agreement, the Authority will acquire agricultural 
conservation easements for its impact on Important Farmland (i.e., land classified as 
prime farmland, farmland of statewide importance, farmland of local importance, and 
unique farmland) at the following ratios: 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1024 (Don and Melanie Headrick, October 12, 2011) - Continued 


1024-7 


• Important Farmland converted to nonagricultural uses either by direct commitment of 
the land to project facilities or by the creation of remnant parcels that cannot be 
economically farmed will be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1. 

• Where HST project facilities would create a remnant parcel less than 20 acres in size, 
the acreage of that remnant parcel will be mitigated at a ratio of 1:1. 

• An area 25 feet wide bordering Important Farmland converted to nonagricultural uses 
by project facilities (not counting remnant parcels) will be mitigated at a ratio of 0.5:1. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1025 (Robin Heilbron, October 10, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #498 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/10/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

10/10/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Robin 

Last Name : 

Heilbron 

Professional Title : 

Owner 

Business/Organization : 

Kern Spa Service Co. 

Address : 


Apt./Suite No. : 


City : 

Bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93305 

Telephone : 

661-322-9969 

Email : 

kemspa@flash.net 

Email Subscription : 

Fresno - Bakersfield 

Cell Phone : 


Add to Mailing List: 

Yes 

Stakeholder 

1 want an extra 60 days to review high-speed rail plans. 

Comments/Issues : 


EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 

Affiliation Type : 

Individual 

Official Comment Period : 

Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1025 (Robin Heilbron, October 10, 2011) 


1025-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1026 (Patricia Henning, October 13, 2011) 


W. 


CALIFORNIA 1 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fr«no lo Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section la Seodwi de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tr«i de Aha 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Ueloricfnd Proy&cto de Informs de Impact© Ambiental/ 
Environmental Impact Statemenf (EIR/EIS) Oedoroddn de Impacto Ambtenlol (EIR/EIS) 

Puhlit Hearings Audjeixias Pubtitus 
September 2011 Septiembre del 3011 

Pl«sc submit your completed comment card at the Par favor entregue su saireta completada al final de fa 
end of the meeting, or moil ta: reunion, o enwcla par co/reo a lo siguienle direcdAn: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DffR/HS Comment, 770 l Street, Strife 800, Sacramento, CA 95814 


The comment period is from August 15 to September 
28, 20T1 , Comments must be received efedionically, or 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011, 


Name/Nombre: 
OigonixaHon/Orgsriffiacion; 


t^rKc^~1~h 




El pen'odo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
do Sopiiembre del 2011. Las comenfortasi tfanen que ser 
Ttscibidos elecfrdnicamente, o makisdtados, el e antes 
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


fr 


Addiess/Domidlio: \ ^ H *-f 3_^_ L \VcCm.U Ave k (\. c i?U*fA 

Phone Number/Humero de Tn^ltwwi 1 5S 7 _____ 


City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, Cddrgo Postal;,____ 

E-mail Address/Correo Electr&hico: h<? \n vx * rvi .. pa-T aiiu^'lI - C e. r - 
(Use additional pages if nseded/Uaar pagines adlciematas si,i nBcesario) " -j 


The HSR Project is wrong in so many ways! 


l r We carril afford ft!!! It's too expensive, especially since our stale is so far in debt, and private % is NOT 
readily available. Tax payers do not want la pay for ii since so few or us will ever use or benefit from it. All 
existing HSR systems run on a deficit. This one will be no different Tliat is not good business sense. Rider ship 
is over estimated and will not sustain the cost, 

2r The number of jobs provided will not increase on a long term basis and it will not stimulate future jobs. There 
is a narrow market here except for initial legak design, publicity fields. 


3. The biggest tang term effect b the total disrespect and disregard for California^ agricultural structure. 

It will destroy &/or damage hundreds of homes, farms, ranches., orchards, vineyards. arriBation systems, operating 
systems, and it will increase labor & opera!tng cosis, We should be putting assets into supporting water system 
infrastructure and farm to market roads. Your II SR provides no benefit for agriculture. 

I don't understand why you want to jeopardize California's economic agriculture system which our state depends 
upon for economic growth. 

4. If you must build a railroad, build a connection between. Bakersfield and L.A, on the existing system. The 
results would be much more economical & rider friendly. Or, if you insist on HSR, put it existing travel routes 
like interstate 5, away from the valley population. 


I am not being cynical or short sighted. 1 am looking at (his objectively, realistically, and with some common 
sense. Please consider these thoughts and stop this project before wc spend more $ we don’t have. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1026 (Patricia Henning, October 13, 2011) 


1026-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17, FB-Response-GENERAL-18. 

1026-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-AG-04. 

See Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO#16 for impacts on agricultural businesses. 

1026-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-13, FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1027 (David Henthorne, October 3, 2011) 




CALIFORNIA Comment Card 

High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Section de Fresno o Bakersfield del lien de Alia 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Velotidad Proyecto de Informe de Impado Ambientol/ 
Environ mental Impact Statement (EtR/ElS) Declaracion de Impado Ambfantal (EIR/EIS) 

Public Hearings Audicndas PM has 
September 201 1 Sepriemfrre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord at the Pot favor entregue iu tarjeta completada al linol de lo 
end of ihe meeting, or moil to: reunion, o eiwieb pof conreo a lo siguienle dirocobn; 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/'SIS Comment, 770 £ Street, Suite BOO, Sacramento, CA 95814 

The comment period is from August 1 tended comment period far c es dell 5 de Agosto al 28 
28, 201 K Comments must be received e Eresno to Bakersfield High-Speed I - Los oomentariK iienen que &er 

postmarked, on or before Septen Train Draft EIR/ElS; nte, o mgiosdfados, el o circles 

Aug ust IS - Octobe r IE el 2011 r 


Name/Nombre; ^ t (/ _ CL _ f/#- ^ 'f-ho > H ^ 


Organisolion/Oi^aniMcion: tw. ~t* t __ r _ . _ 

Addness/Domicilio; 'J /A 0A @3 

Phone Numb«r/Nurnero deTefafano:- h fc { - S A ^— j. iT -- - 

City, Stale, Zip Code/Ciudad Erstado, Codigo PbatalL £ tAtziA iM. eA 9 3^ a ? 


E-mail Address/Correo Electronic©; __ ___ 

[Use additional pages if needed/Usar pagiraM 3 d=cionales si es necesario) 

j 4a^ hq oA e ^ / J4 7 ,wj 


/ tQ ^ 


■*■&/ as IELeLlZ JL g ~LI jLlzLELi 

LL/LL SL/L V 


i pT-» vt 


V L" -y-s’ L. l-e <y Sg ^>iu^7 -^/ /L±L//-£S 

A <L?^e/ ~l/ei~tS . Lfi. / zQA t-u ?>y 99 


Jj;w / O-jJe^ 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1027 (David Henthorne, October 3, 2011) 


1027-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1028 (Loretta Hickey, August 24, 2011) 


August25*, 20II 


Thomas J. Umber g, Chairperson 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L. Street, Suite SCO 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


1028-1 


Re: E1S/EIR review of High Speed Rail 
Dear Mr. Umberg, 

I am a resident of Kings County and am concerned about the EIS/E1R 45 
day response period. This 45 day response period does not allow the public 
sufficient time to review and respond to an intense document. This is not a 
simple project;, this is a project that will impact our valley forever. 

I respectfully request that you extend the 45 day review period to a 90 day 
review period to allow citizens ample time to review this document. 


Sincerely, 

Ldretta Hickey 
2112 Lemmon Way 
Hanford, CA 93230 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1028 (Loretta Hickey, August 24, 2011) 


1028-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1029 (Bob Hickey, August 24, 2011) 


August 25* t 2011 


Thomas J. Umberg, Chairperson 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L. Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Re: EIS/EIR review of High Speed Rail 
Dear Mr. U mb erg, 

I am a resident of Kings County and am concerned about the EIS/EIR 45 
day response period. This 45 day response period does not allow the public 
sufficient time to review and respond to an intense document. This is not a 
simple project, this is a project that will impact our valley forever. 

1029-1 1 i respectfully request that you extend the 45 day review period to a 90 day 

I review period to allow r citizens ample time to review this document. 

Sincerely, sy 

— 

Dob Hickey 
2112 Lemmon Way 
Hanford, CA 93230 


^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1029 (Bob Hickey, August 24, 2011) 


1029-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1030 (Bob Hickey, October 5, 2011) 


Board of Directors 
California High Speed Rail Authority 
77EJ L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento. CA 95814 

Re: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Baketsfidd Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of JF.G. Boswell Company, dated September S, 2011, for an 
extension of rime to review the BIR/EIS documents of at least ISO days. 



[Organization) 



- // 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1030 (Bob Hickey, October 5, 2011) 


1030-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 


^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 






California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1031 (Loretta Hickey, October 5, 2011) 


Pi 


Bo<nd of Directors 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento. CA 95814 

Re. Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of J.G. Boswell Company, dated September 8, 2011, for an 
extension of time to review the EUt/EIS documents of at least 180 days. 


Signed: 



[Organization] 




Dale 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1031 (Loretta Hickey, October 5, 2011) 


1031-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1032 (Teresa Hildul, September 26, 2011) 


0M6-MPO4.24 Rcv „ 


Board of Directors 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 b Street* Suite fiOO 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re, Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

Wc support the request of J-G- Boswell Company* dated September 8* 2Gi 1* for an 
extension of time to review the EIR/BIS documents of at least ISO days. 



Signed: 


[Organization] 


?- tl 


Date 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1032 (Teresa Hildul, September 26, 2011) 


1032-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1033 (Otheda Hill, September 22, 2011) 


09-22-1 RCVD 


1033-1 


Board of Directors 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Streep Suite 600 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Rc: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of J.G, Boswell Company, dated September S, 2011, for an 
extension of tune to review the EIR/EIS documents of at least ISO days. 


Signed: CHh e ^ A - Ut(I 
[Name] 


[Organization] 




^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 










California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1033 (Otheda Hill, September 22, 2011) 


1033-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1034 (Justin Hill, September 22, 2011) 




09-22-MF0J: 


04 flcVO 


Board of Directors 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street* Suite fiOO 
Sacramento* CA 95S14 

Re: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of J.G. Boswell Company, dated September 8* 2011* for an 
extension of time to review the E1R/BIS documents of at least 180 days. 


(Hall 

[Name] 


(Organization] 

Date 


^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Kail Authority 'W Administration 









California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1034 (J ustin Hill, September 22, 2011) 


1034-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1035 (Becca Hill, September 26, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #383 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Add to Mailing List: 


Action Pending 

10/3/2011 

No 

CA Resident 
9/26/2011 
Project Email 
Becca 
Hill 


Bakersfield 

CA 

NA 

jdzjane@hotmail.com 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakeholder 

Comments/Issues : To Whom It May Concern: 

1033-1 I am writing to you in response to the High Speed Railroad that is 

suppose to coming through Bakersfield, CA. It is my understanding that 
an Environmental Impact Report has been put together for the planned 
railroad. I also understand that my church, Full Gospel Lighthouse, will 
be affected by this plan. Full Gosple Lighthouse is planned for 
demolition. Unfortunately your Environmental Impact Report was not 
complete. The person(s) who put together your report left out Full 
Gospel Lighthouse church among many other homes and businesses. 
Full Gospel Lighthouse is located at 800 Butte Street in Bakersfield, CA. 
I know you are not from this neighborhood and to you its just another 
neighborhood. But this property is ordained by God to be a house of 
deliverance and has been for many people who attend the church and 
many in the neighborhood. This church has been a lighthouse - a 
source of light - sharing the gospel of Jesus Christ with this 
neighborhood. I have attended this church faithfully for the last 5 years. 

I found Jesus Christ my Lord and Savior at this church. I have received 
deliverance many times here at this church. The Spirit of God can be 
felt at this church. 

1035-21 | am opposed to the building of the high speed railroad in Bakersfield. I 

ask that another Environmental Impact Report be completed including 
I Full Gospel Lighthouse and the surrounding community in it. I don't 

believe that the addition of a high speed railroad is going to benefit 
Bakersfield. 

I thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Rebecca J. Hill 

A humble servant to the Most High God 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 


/^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 








California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1035 (Becca Hill, September 26, 2011) 


1035-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

For information about the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see 
Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical 
Report (Authority and FRA 2012g) and Mitigation Measure SO-4 in Volume I Section 
3.12.7 of the EIR/EIS, which relates to the relocation of important community facilities. 

1035-2 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS extended the environmental analysis east from 
the alternative station locations to Oswell Street, where the alternatives under 
consideration that would pass through Bakersfield merge together. The Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS includes an analysis of project impacts on the Full Gospel 
Lighthouse Church and the local community. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1036 (Jason D. Hill, September 27, 2011) 


Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #382 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 


Record Date : 

10/3/2011 


Response Requested : 

No 

1036-1 | 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

9/27/2011 


Submission Method : 

Project Email 


First Name : 

Jason D. 


Last Name : 

Professional Title : 

Hill 


Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 


1036-2 

City : 

Bakersfield 


State : 

CA 


Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

93305 


Email : 

thehunnydohandyman@gmail.com 

1036-3 

Email Subscription : 

Fresno - Bakersfield 


Cell Phone : 


1036-41 

Add to Mailing List: 

Yes 

1 


Stakeholder To All Concerned, 

Comments/Issues : 

I am contacting you today in regards to the High Speed 
Railroad. I am requesting that Kern County and Bakersfield City 
reconsider allowing this project from continuing due to the 
underhandedness of the project. As you already know the EIR is 
incomplete and not explained in a simplicity as to allow the common 
man to understand it. This 30,000 page document can not be read in 
the amount of time being allowed to the majority of individuals who have 
only accidently found out about their property being on the demolition 
slate or affected by the future of the HSR. I myself am a member of the 
church Full Gospel Lighthouse, and a board member, had to find out that 
our church is on the demolition list by an individual from the bay area 
only 2.5 weeks ago. We began to search out and dig in on all the 
information available to us by public record, as we have not received any 
other documents, only to find we were not included on the EIR. The EIR 
stops short of our address of 800 Butte Street Bakersfield, CA 93305, 
the report does not continue or take into account any part of the city 
beyond Baker Street and California Avenue. This is not proper or fair to 
the residents of Bakersfield, we have earned our right to be informed 
and to say no to the destruction of so many properties illegally and 
unconstitutionally. The law states that anyone affected by the HSR must 
be informed by a representative or a letter, and the EIR must be 
understood by the common man. This is not the case the 30,000 page 
document is written in such a way as to only allow a team of lawyers to 
decifer it and still not come to a unanimous conclusion on it's meaning. I 
am requesting that the EIR be re-submitted and re-examined to include 
all the properties affected by this poorly planned decision, or be dropped 
entirely. 


1036-5 I understand that there is a "promise" of jobs and "better" 

business. I, along with many others do not see this as being the case. 
The HSR will only end up being a burden upon the tax payers and is a 
way to allow the business' of Bakersfield the opportunity to leave. The 
only people to be employed by the HSR will be foriegn countries for 
materials, the lowest bidder and maybe some of the states unemployed. 
What happens when the construction phase is complete and we have 
wiped out so many existing jobs for the false "promise" of future jobs? 
1036-6 There are plenty of empty parcels of land for the HSR to utilize. Why go 

further in debt trying to buy property already occupied? There are many 
questions that have been failed to be answered, and issues that need to 
be addressed. The economy as it stands today can not support this 
multi-billion dollar burden. I am not supporter of the amount of debt that 
California has incurred along with the Federal Government. If the 
average family was to try and incur this debt to scale the creditors would 
laugh at us and deny us before we can even begin to apply. 

The HSR has done their job poorly, and inentionally at that, 
and should be made to hold the standards set forth for every other entity 
in California. If the state of California, County of Kern, or the city of 
Bakersfield continue to allow the citizens to be literally railroaded what 
sort of standard does this set forth for our children? You as our elected 
officials need to seriously re-consider the way this operation is being 
1036-71 done. Please forward this email to all who may need to be included. 

Thank you for your time it has greatly been appreciated. 

Jason D. Hill 


I can do all things through Christ which strengeneth me. Pillipians 4:13 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1036 (Jason D. Hill, September 27, 2011) 


1036-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 

The EIR/EIS is approximately 4,800 pages long, including engineering drawings in 
Volume III. 

1036-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-06. 

1036-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 

Section 15087 of the CEQA guidelines describes the legal requirements for public notice 
of the availability of a draft EIR. As described in Chapter 7 of the EIR/EIS, these noticing 
requirements were exceeded by the Authority. 

All three volumes of the EIR/EIS, including Volume III (which contains the design 
drawings), total approximately 4,800 pages. The document has been written so that it is 
understandable to lay readers. 

1036-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01. 

On October 5, 2011, in response to public and agency comments, the Authority and 
FRA determined that it was appropriate to supplement the Draft EIR/EIS for the Fresno 
to Bakersfield Section of the FIST System. The Authority and FRA prepared a Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS to address some concerns raised by resource agencies and 
the public. The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS was available for a second 60-day 
review period, from July 20, 2012, until September 20, 2012. 

Appendix A, Methodologies, of the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report 
contains a description of the methodology used in the property analysis (Authority and 
FRA 2012g). All final determinations on property acquisition would occur during the 
acquisition process, See Appendix 3.12-A, Residential, Business, and Mobile Flome 


1036-4 

Relocation Assistance Brochures, in Volume II, Technical Appendices, of the Final 
EIR/EIS for details. 

1036-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14. 

See Section 5.1.2 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report, and the 
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impacts #5 and #14, for 
information on project job creation during construction and operation. 

1036-6 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

As described in Section 2.3.1 of the EIR/EIS, the development of project-level 
alternatives followed the process described in Alternatives Analysis Methods for Project- 
Level EIR/EIS, Version 2 (Authority 2009a). This included following existing 
transportation corridors with alternative alignments to the extent feasible, as mandated 
by the Safe, Reliable High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Act for the 21st Century. The 
assessment of potential alternatives involved both qualitative and quantitative measures 
that address applicable policy and technical considerations. These included field 
inspections of corridors; project team input and review considering local issues that 
could affect alignments; qualitative assessment of constructability, accessibility, 
operations, maintenance, right-of-way, public infrastructure impacts, railway 
infrastructure impacts, and environmental impacts; engineering assessment of project 
length, travel time, and configuration of key features of the alignment, such as the 
presence of existing infrastructure; and GIS analysis of impacts on farmland, water 
resources, wetlands, threatened and endangered species, cultural resources, current 
urban development, and infrastructure. Specific decision criteria under Section 404(b)(1) 
of the Clean Water Act include Consistency with Project Purpose; Logistics and 
Technology; Impacts on Aquatic Resources; Environmental Effects (including national 
wildlife refuges, parklands, cultural resources, agricultural resources, and displacements 
of residences and commercial and industrial facilities); Agency, Stakeholder, and Public 
Positions; and Benefits of Alternative. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1036 (Jason D. Hill, September 27, 2011) - Continued 


1036-6 

The potential alternatives were evaluated against the HST system performance criteria: 
travel time, route length, intermodal connections, capital costs, operating costs, and 
maintenance costs. Screening also included environmental criteria to measure the 
potential effects of the proposed alternatives on the natural and human environment. 

The land use criteria measured the extent to which a station alternative supports transit 
use; is consistent with existing adopted local, regional, and state plans; and is supported 
by existing and future growth areas. Constructability measured the feasibility of 
construction and the extent to which right-of-way is constrained. Community impacts 
measured the extent of disruption to neighborhoods and communities, such as the 
potential to minimize (1) right-of-way acquisitions, (2) dividing an established 
community, and (3) conflicts with community resources. Environmental resources and 
quality measured the extent to which an alternative minimizes impacts on natural 
resources. Applying the process and criteria outlined above, it was not possible to locate 
alternative alignments only on vacant land. 

1036-7 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1037 (Becca Hill, October 6, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #454 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Add to Mailing List: 


Action Pending 
10 / 6/2011 
No 

CA Resident 
10 / 6/2011 
Project Email 
Becca 
Hill 


Bakersfield 

CA 

NA 

jdzjane@hotmail.com 


Yes 


Stakeholder 
Comments/Issues : 


To Whom It May Concern: 

I am writing to you in response to the High Speed Railroad that is 
suppose to coming through Bakersfield, CA. It is my understanding that 
an Environmental Impact Report has been put together for the planned 
railroad. I also understand that my church, Full Gospel Lighthouse, will 
be affected by this plan. Full Gosple Lighthouse is planned for 
demolition. Unfortunately your Environmental Impact Report was not 
complete. The person(s) who put together your report left out Full 
Gospel Lighthouse church among many other homes and businesses. 
Full Gospel Lighthouse is located at 800 Butte Street in Bakersfield, CA. 
I know you are not from this neighborhood and to you its just another 
neighborhood. But this property is ordained by God to be a house of 
deliverance and has been for many people who attend the church and 
many in the neighborhood. This church has been a lighthouse - a 
source of light - sharing the gospel of Jesus Christ with this 
neighborhood. I have attended this church faithfully for the last 5 years. 

I found Jesus Christ my Lord and Savior at this church. I have received 
deliverance many times here at this church. The Spirit of God can be 
felt at this church. 

I am opposed to the building of the high speed railroad in Bakersfield. I 
ask that another Environmental Impact Report be completed including 
Full Gospel Lighthouse and the surrounding community in it. I don't 
believe that the addition of a high speed railroad is going to benefit 
Bakersfield. 

I thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Rebecca J. Hill 

A humble servant to the Most High God 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 



CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Roil Authority 


U,S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 24-92 








California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1037 (Becca Hill, October 6, 2011) 


1037-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

For information about the impacts on the Full Gospel Lighthouse in Bakersfield, see 
Sections 5.1.1 and 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report, and 
refer to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.7, Mitigation 
Measure SO-4, related to relocation of important community facilities (Authority and FRA 
2012g). 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1038 (Dana L. Hill, October 7, 2011) 


• 37-M 


Butfjd ulf Directors 

California High Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 9581-1 

Rc: Request for Extension of EIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board: 

We support the request of J.G. Boswell Company, dated September 8, 2011. for an 
extension of time to review the E IR/EIS documents of at least 180 days. 


Signed: 




[Organization] 


Dale 


/^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

* i , Federal Railroad 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1038 (Dana L. Hill, October 7, 2011) 


1038-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1039 (John Hoeflich, September 27, 2011) 


1 Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #326 DETAIL 1 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 

9/27/2011 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

9/27/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

John 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

Hoeflich 

City : 

Oakland 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

94607 

Telephone : 

4153502164 

Email : 

johnhoeflich@yahoo.com 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Fresno - Bakersfield 

Add to Mailing List: 

Yes 

Stakeholder 

why can't the high speed railway line from Fresno to Bakersfield be a 

Comments/Issues : 

straight line instead of following the 19th Century Railway Right of Way? 
According to your information there are no station stops between these 
two cities. 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1039 (John Hoeflich, September 27, 2011) 


1039-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1040 (Toni Hoffman, August 15, 2011) 


1040-1 


1040-2 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #119 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : 

Interest As : 

Submission Date : 

Submission Method : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 


Action Pending 
8/15/2011 

Individual 

Individual 

8/15/2011 

Website 

Toni 

Hoffman 


Wasco 

CA 

93280 

thoff883@gmail.com 

Yes 


I live in Wasco in a 3-story retirement apt. house (1 block south of Poso 
Avenue & Hwy. 43). Our building has 82 apts. and 130 residents, all of whom 
are over age 55, low income renters. The existing railroad tracks are 
approximately 100 yards east of our building and trains are easily heard each 
time they pass, which is actually quite pleasant. 


From what I've read thusfar, the HSR through Wasco would pass right 
through downtown, and require the relocation of many businesses. This is 
insane, considering the amount of open farmland in every direction, which 
would require no relocation of any dwellings and significantly reduce the 
impact on local residents. 


Additionally, the noise and air pollution (already the worst in the country) 
would choke our little town out of existence. The EIR document states 
air/noise pollution would not be a concern with people with air conditioning. 
Well bud, we all have A/C, but I have no intention of living with my windows 
sealed to block noise and pollution. 

Another major concern is proposed Wasco HMF - exactly where it would be 
located and what functions would be performed there? Is this some polluting, 
noisy monster that will degrade our town? 

Wasco is a small town with a very high percentage of low-income residents, 
who lack the option of moving to avoid a HSR in their front yards. Please do 
not kill our community with the decisions you make. 

I will be attending the 8/24/11 meeting to learn more and voice these 
concerns. 


Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1040 (Toni Hoffman, August 15, 2011) 


1040-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-05, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

1040-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-02. 

The potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas 
are identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, and shown on Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of 
potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. As shown on Figure 
3.4-19, noise barriers are appropriate for noise mitigation through Wasco. (Refer to 
Section 3.4.7 for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would 
reduce noise impacts below a “severe” level.) The Proposed California Fligh-Speed 
Train Project Noise and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see 
Appendix 3.4-A of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS) were used to determine 
whether mitigation would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The 
guidelines require consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise 
impacts (impacts where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by 
noise from the FIST project). 

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e., 
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case- 
by-case basis during the final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the 
potential use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include 
improvements to the home itself, such as adding acoustically treated windows, extra 
insulation, and mechanical ventilation, which will reduce the levels by at least 5 dBA, as 
detailed in Section 3.4.7, Mitigation Measures. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise 
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness 
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more 
than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet long, be less than 14 feet high, 
and cost less than $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least a 5- 
dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefitted receiver. 


1040-2 

Mitigation Measure N&V-3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce noise 
to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a 
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final 
design and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-3 provides that 
prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the height and 
design of sound barriers using jointly developed performance criteria, when the vertical 
and horizontal locations have been finalized as part of the final project design. Mitigation 
Measure VQ-6 requires the provision of a range of options to reduce the visual impact of 
the sound barriers. 

1040-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-15. 

As discussed in Chapter 2, Section 2.4.6, Proposed Heavy-Maintenance Facility 
Locations, the Kern Council of Governments-Wasco HMF site would lie east of Wasco 
between SR 46 and Filburn Street. A description of the site and a figure depicting the 
location are included. 

The HMF facility would require approximately 154 acres and space for all activities 
associated with train fleet assembly, disassembly, and complete rehabilitation; all 
onboard components of the trainsets; and overnight layover accommodations and 
servicing facilities. Please refer to Section 2.2.8 for more detail on HMF activities. 

1040-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-02, FB- 
Response-GENERAL-05, FB-Response-SO-04. 

For information about the impact on the community of Wasco, see the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #7, Impact SO #10, and 
Mitigation Measure SO-1. 

For information on potential HST project impacts on property values, see Section 5.4.4.3 
in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authority and FRA 2012g). 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1040 (Toni Hoffman, August 15, 2011) - Continued 


1040-4 

Please refer to Appendix 3.12-A, Residential, Business, and Mobile Home Relocation 
Assistance Brochures. The Relocation Assistance Brochures provide further details 
about how the Authority will use the method of Last Resort Housing, where necessary, 
including rehabilitation of existing housing or relocation of the disrupted residential areas 
to newly constructed housing elsewhere in the vicinity. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1041 (Shannon Holloway, October 11, 2011) 


1 Fresno - Bakersfield (Mav 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #560 DETAIL I 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/11/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

10/11/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Shannon 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Holloway 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

Bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93312 

Telephone : 

661-587-5870 

Email : 

shannonlh@sbcglobal.net 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Bakersfield - Palmdale 

Add to Mailing List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder 
Comments/Issues : 

1 demand an extra 60 days to review the high-speed rail plans. There is 
no need to rush into such an enormous venture, one that is going to be a 
huge burden to all California residents. Why not err on the side of 
caution and slow down and really examine all the facts. We already have 
Amtrak. 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 

Affiliation Type : 

Individual 

Official Comment Period : 

Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1041 (Shannon Holloway, October 11, 2011) 


1041-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07, FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1042 (Fred Holt, October 12, 2011) 


4 


w. 


CALIFORNIA Comment Cord 

High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de AHa 

^ Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloddad Proyedo de Informe de Impack> Ambienlal/ 

V / ' Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedanacion de Impado Ambienlal (EIR/EIS) 

^ Public Hearings Audiemias Publicas 

C\' September 2011 Scpticmbrc del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment card at the For favor enlregue su tarjeto compldada al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o enviela par correo a la siguiente direcdOn: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/SIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite 800, Satramento, CA 9581A 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comenlorio es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comenlarias tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. reabidos eledronicamente, o motasellodos, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


1042-1 


Name/Nombre: frejl //„// /r.Yrt, 7/ tX.'W 1 1 ST-C _ 

Organization/Organizacibn: C/l tV~C (L C _ 

Address/Domicilio:_ P O V // 7<P _ 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1042 (Fred Holt, October 12, 2011) 


1042-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-02, FB-Response-S&S-OI and FB- 
Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AQ-03. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1043 (Lee Kyew Hong, October 3, 2011) 


W. 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


*o-o5-tipoj:io rcvd Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section U Section do Fros.no □ Bakersfield del Iron de Alfa 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloodad Prayedo de Infcmrie de Impacto Ambientol/ 
EnvironmenlallmpactStotennent(EIR/ElS) Pecbracfon de I mpodo Ambieotal (EI^/EIS) 

Pubtit Hearings Audiemivs Pvblkas 
September 2011 Septicmbre del 201 1 

Please submit your completed comment card at the Par favor enlregue su tarjeta completoda al final de b 
end of the meeting, or moil to; reunion, a enrvieb par carreo a la srgutenle direeebn: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIH/HS Comment 7TO L Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 953 i 4 


The comment period is (rom August Extended comment period for rio es del 15 de Agcito al 20 
28, 2011, Comments must be received Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed 1, Los comentarios lienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before Septe Train Draft EtR/EIS: snte, e> matasellodos, el o antes 

August IS-Oetober 13 ^ 201 lj 

Name/Hombre: A jee- __ Hgr^- _ 

Organization/Orqan.zacion: f kjcLjl sd2. y - 

Address/Domieilio: — a -- 

Phone Number/Numero de Tebfcno:_|^i_jCA-i——_ 'l, j—--- 

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estada, CodEgo Postal: _i_ A _ ^ -~l.il _ 

E-mail Address/Correio Elecirinico; 


[Use additional pages if needsd/Usor poginos adicianales si es necesorio) 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1043 (Lee Kyew Hong, October 3, 2011) 


1043-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1044 (Charlene Hook, August 15, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #358 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Add to Mailing List: 


Action Pending 

10/3/2011 

No 

CA Resident 
8/15/2011 
Project Email 
Charlene 
Hook 


316 5th Avenu 

Corcoran 

CA 

93212 

char61353@netscape.net 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakeholder Team, 

Comments/Issues : 

Comments on CV documents for processing. 

Best, 

md 


.Original Message. 

From: char61353@netscape.net [mailto:char61353@netscape.net] 
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2011 4:39 PM 

To: askdoj@usdoj.gov; Szabo, Joseph (FRA); jackson.lisa@epa.gov; 
r9info@epa.gov; AgRepublicanPress@mail.house.gov; 
OfficeOfPublicAffairs@cdfa.ca.gov; dlrp@consrv.ca.gov; 
Assemblymember.Galgiani@assembly.ca.gov; 
ALCL.Committee@assembly.ca.gov; 
senator.leno@sen.ca.gov; senator.rubio@sen.ca.gov; 
senator.lowenthal@sen.ca.gov; char61353@netscape.net 

Subject: High Speed Rail, Kins County 


August 15, 2011 


To Whom It May Concern: 


I am a concerned citizen whose home is in jeopardy due to the bypass 
of 

the High Speed Rail. I am also a member of the Citizens for California 
High Speed Rail Accountability (CCHSRA). The group are residents, 
farmers and landowners in the Kings County area to ensure that the 
California High Speed Rail Authority is held accountable for the 
decisions and actions carried forth in the promotion of the California 
High Speed Rail project. 


1044-1 


In recognition the Authority in its relentless quest to construct the 
Project has taken shortcuts, misinformed the public and treated 
landowners along the alignment and bypass with a great deal of 
disrespect. The Authority has been quietly planning a project that will 
have significant and irreversible impacts on Kings County farm ground, 
home owners and dairymen. We are greeted with misinformation and 
more 

questions that no one will or can answer leaving Kings County and their 
residents frusturated. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1044 (Charlene Hook, August 15, 2011) - Continued 


1044-2 


As it has been pointed out to the Authority the alignment and bypass 
through Kings County is not located on or near a transportation 
corridor, which is mandated by State Propostion 1A that will be provide 
funding for the Project. The alignment and bypass through Kins County 
does not fit the selection criteria set forth by the Authority. The 
Authority is mandated to minimize the impacts to agriculture, but 
instead dissects parcels into small unmanageable pieces of land. 


My husband is a 100% disabled veteran and medically retired from his 
employment, has had a 5 bypass heart surgery. Myself, I have 
conquered 

a frontal lobal brain tumor and breast cancer. Now I have been 
diagnosed with fibermyalgia, but we do and have to keep going. The 
American dream is to own your own home and property and retire 
comfortably without much of a struggle. When my husband retired he 
had 

another shop built and he is loving life, I still have a couple of years 
before I can retire. All that we are trying to accomplish and get 
kicked in the face. 


Melissa Elefante DuMond, AICP 
Office of Railroad Policy and Development 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, DC 20590 
(202) 493-6366 

melissa.dumond@dot.gov <mailto:melissa.dumond@dot.gov> 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 


We are not physically or financially able to relocte and start over, do 
you not care what happens to people; I do not understand your purpose 
since California is in such deep debt, makes no sense whatsoever. The 
Auhority will not give us enough money to purchase another home and 
have 

to relocate all that we have. Like we have been told the Authority 
"would find land comparible to what we have". Please think about what 
you are doing and how you would feel in our position. As far as the 
farmers and dairymen, please do not talk with your mouth full. Do it 
right, like voted for, or not at all, that is all we are asking. 


We apreciate your time in reviwing this letter and understand the 
critical timing associated with our requests. Kings County is a rich 
culture and heritage that is being threatened. 


Sincerely, 


Charlene Hook 
316 5Th Avenue 
Corcoran, CA 93212 
(559) 992-5486 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1044 (Charlene Hook, August 15, 2011) 


1044-1 

The Authority and FRA recognize the concerns of Kings County representatives and 
community members, and wish to maintain an open dialogue about the project. The 
Authority welcomes the opportunity to meet with landowners and stakeholders. In 
addition, project-level information has been shared at public meetings; made available at 
the Kings County project office; and provided through mailings, e-mail communication, 
outreach materials, and on the internet. 

1044-2 

Refer to Standard Responses FB-Response-GENERAL-10, FB-Response-SO-OI, and 
FB-Response-AG-01. 

1044-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project, where the whole 
parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired, are provided in Volume III of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1045 (Charlene Hook, August 19, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #356 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Add to Mailing List: 


Action Pending 

10/3/2011 

No 

CA Resident 
8/19/2011 
Project Email 
Charlene 
Hook 


316 5th Avenue 

Corcoran 

CA 

93212 

559-992-5486 

char61353@netscape.net 

Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakeholder 
Comments/Issues : 

.Original Message. 

From: Valenstein, David (FRA) 

Sent: Friday, August 19, 2011 4:00 PM 
To: DuMond, Melissa (FRA) 

Subject: FW: HSR 


—Original Message. 

From: Szabo, Joseph (FRA) 

Sent: Friday, August 19, 2011 3:59 PM 

To: Yachmetz, Mark (FRA); Valenstein, David (FRA) 

Subject: FW: HSR 


.Original Message. 

From: char61353@netscape.net [mailto:char61353@netscape.net] 

Sent: Friday, August 19, 2011 3:57 PM 

To: assemblymember.alejo@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.atkins@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.blumfield@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.chesbro@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.davis@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.dickinson@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.fuentes@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.galgiani@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.garrick@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.hall@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.torres@assembly.ca.gov; 

assemblymember.valadao@assembly.ca.gov; Szabo, Joseph (FRA); 
Duncan, 

Karen (FRA); senator.cannella@sen.ca.gov; 
senator.desaulnier@sen.ca.gov; 
senator.huff@sen.ca.gov; senator.kehoe@sen.ca.gov; 
senator.leno@sen.ca.gov; senator.lowenthal@sen.ca.gov; 
senator.simitian@sen.ca.gov; senator.walters@sen.ca.gov; 
senator.wolk@sen.ca.gov; senator.yee@sen.ca.gov 
Subject: HSR 


.Original Message. 

From: char61353 <char61353@netscape.net> 

To: GovenorJerryBrowngovenor 
<GovenorJerryBrowngovenor@govenor.ca.gov> 

Sent: Fri, Aug 19, 2011 12:44 pm 
Subject: HSR 

To All Concerned: 

In regards to the trip to Fresno, CA. with Govenor J. Brown, I know he 
are in favor of High 

Speed Rail. I am not against the HSR, just the bypass route they are 
taking through Kings County. This will take out my home and I feel 
this is an unecessary route to disrupt families homes, dairymen and 
farmers. Calif voters voted for the route at 99, which would be the 
logical place. Why do voters vote on anything if we are not going to 
be heard. I also wonder how the Authority would feel if this bypass 
route was affecting them and possibly taking their home? We will not 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1045 (Charlene Hook, August 19, 2011) - Continued 


1045-1 


1045-2 


get enough money for our land and home to have to relocate elsewhere, 
it seems apparent you take what the Authority offers or your home and 
land will be taken away by iniment domain, what kind of country do we 
have. This cannot be for the better since Calif is in dire need right 
now, a costly HSR is not what needs to be done. Water for our farmers 
should be the main concern, not to mention all the citizens that are 
homeless. My husband and I are not physically or financially able to 
relocated, are we going to be homeless also? I ask that you have the 
Authority to do this HSR right or not at all. I also ask that the EIR 
comment period be extended to ninety days to give everyone time to 
respond. I'm sure the EIR wasn't done in 45 days. 

Please take all the citizens into consideration. The Authority treats 
us like we are "no bodies" so there is no dealing with them. All the 
Authority does is waste tax payers money. 

Thank you, 

Charlene Hook 
316 5th Avenue 
Corcoran, CA 93212 
559/992-5486 


The e-mail address I had for Governor Brown was not valid. 


EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1045 (Charlene Hook, August 19, 2011) 


1045-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 

1045-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07, FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1046 (Charlene Hook, August 22, 2011) 


IISR 


Page 1 of 1 


Subject: 1ISK August 22, 2011 
To All Concerned: 


1046-1 


1046-2 


1046-3 


In regards W the trip tb f-'reirw, CA, with tjwmx J- Brown, 1 kno^ hs 
Em In favor nf High Speed Kail. I am tint agntnsulie HSR, Just ihe 
bypass route they ate 

taking through King* County, This Will lAkd Out my hum* and [ fed 
tills is nr uncccsssry route to disrupt families homes, dairymen and 
farmer*. C’lillf voters voted ihrthe route at (19, which would he the 
logical pi site Why do voter* vote on anything If Wg uni mil going to 
bo heard. 1 also wonder how the Authority would feel If this bypass 
route was affecting them and possibly taking their home? We will not 
gsl though money for out- land mid hontt to hftV# k> folocAW tfeftwhtiro, 
it seem* apparent you luku wind thu Authority offers or your home and 
land will be taken away by eminent domain, what kind of country do we 
have, Thli eannot be for the better since Cel If I* In dire mewl right 
nOW, A COAIly HSR i# nOl whAl nOcdi 101?0 dOnO. Wilier for our farmers 
should be the main concern, not to mention all the citizens that are 
homeless. My husband and I arc noi physically or lloaneially able Id 
relocated, Are we gOiOg (y be hMitckte uIh> 7 I ask Ilial you Enive Ihc 
Authority to do this ITSR right or not at all. I alsu rusk that the lilK 
comment period be extended to ninety days to give everyone time to 
respond. I'm sure Lhc lit EC wasn’t done In 43 days. The fitft report If 
very long and confusing. 


PltOiO wkt All the Citizens into GOnAidenulOm Tbt Authority treats 
us like wo arc "Bd bodies 1 ^ so there is no dealing with them. All the 
Authority doc* is waste tax payers money. 


Thnrtk jhjii, 


Charlene Hook 
■lit 5th Avenue 
COftOMtl, CA 93312 
J3P/S92-S48S 


THe If-mnii arldrWA I hfld for governor Brtwi) wn$ not 


NOTICE: This communication and any attachments ("this message”) may contain confidential information for 
thd solo nsc of the intended recipienKiO, Any unauthorised use, disclosure, viewing, copying, alteration, 
dissemination or distribution of, or reliance on this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
message in error, or you arc not an authorized recipient, please notify the sender immediately by replying lo 
this message, delete this message and all copies from your e-moil system and destroy any printed copies. 


rrihlrtit:hUp://cali$i:,pbcbinmePtserlse,tonl/pbcs/fi!eft/VInboftEma]l/!i)61/1203/HSR.eml 10/1 S/2011 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1046 (Charlene Hook, August 22, 2011) 


1046-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

1046-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-SO-01. 

1046-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1047 (Charlene Hook, August 22, 2011) 


Katie Lichty 


From: 

Sent: 

To: 


char61353@netscape.net 
Monday, August 22, 2011 1:47 PM 

askdoj@usdoj.gov; joseph.Szabo@dot.gov; jackson.lisa@epa.gov; 
AgRepublicanPress@mail.house.gov; tony.latham@house.gov; 

OfficeOfPublicAffairs@cdfa.ca.gov; dlrp@consrv.ca.gov; cfcp@consrv.ca.gov; Simmons, 
Zachary M SPK; assemblymember.blumenfield@assembly.ca.gov; 
alcl.committee@assembly.ca.gov; senator.leno@sen.ca.gov; 
assemblymember.huber@assembly.ca.gov; senator.gaines@senate.ca.gov 
HSR 


Subject: 


Subject: HSR August 22, 2011 


To All Concerned: 

In regards to the trip to Fresno, CA. with Govenor 3. Brown, I know he is in favor of High 
Speed Rail. I am not against the HSR, just the bypass route they are taking through Kings 
County. This will take out my home and I feel this is an unecessary route to disrupt 


1047-1 I families homes, dairymen and farmers. Calif voters voted for the route at 99, which would be 
I the logical place. Why do voters vote on anything if we are not going to be heard. I also 
wonder how the Authority would feel if this bypass route was affecting them and possibly 
taking their home? We will not get enough money for our land and home to have to relocate 
elsewhere. 

it seems apparent you take what the Authority offers or your home and land will be taken away 

by eminent domain, what kind of country do we have. This cannot be for the better since 

Calif is in dire need right now, a costly HSR is not what needs to be done. Water for our 
farmers should be the main concern, not to mention all the citizens that are homeless. My 
husband and I are not physically or financially able to relocated, are we going to be 

homeless also? I ask that you have the Authority to do this HSR right or not at all. I also 

ask that the EIR comment period be extended to ninety days to give everyone time to respond. 
I'm sure the EIR wasn't done in 45 days. The EIR report is very long and confusing. 


Please take all the citizens into consideration. The Authority treats us like we are "no 
bodies" so there is no dealing with them. All the Authority does is waste tax payers money. 

Thank you, 

Charlene Hook 
316 5th Avenue 
Corcoran, CA 93212 
559/992-5486 


The e-mail address I had for Governor Brown was not valid. 


l 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1047 (Charlene Hook, August 22, 2011) 


1047-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1048 (Richard Hook, September 28, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Q9-28-nF03:04 RCVD 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno Id Bakersfield High-Speed fro in Section La Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Trcri de Alta 

Draff Environmental Impact Report/ Velocidod Prayecta de Informs de Impado Amblentol/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Decforocion de Impado Ambienlal {ESR/EkS> 

Pubiit Hearings Audientias Pubiitas 
September 20 1 1 Septiembie del 20 J1 

Please submit your completed comment card at the For favor entregue su larfela completada ol final de So 
end of the meeling, or mail to: neuni6n r o envielo por comeo a lo siguienle dlieodan: 

Fresno fa Bakersfield DflH EtS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Satramento, CA 95814 

The comment period is from August 15 lo^pbpternfeer El periodo de comenfario es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
),3 SB, 20H. Comments must be received electronically, or de Sepfiembne del 2011. la> gomentariefi lienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 201 1. rodbidos eledromcamenle, o malaselladoS, el o onles 

dd 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


Name/Nombre; r<\ 


Organ izaticn/Orga nizociorv: 

Address/Domldllo; 3 11^ 5 ^ 


Phone Number/NgmerO de Tele.inO:_ // / /%(& 


ITUUMB ngrrii^i/ u-c tciciu>tru- nr-— - f - » - ■ ■■ ■ ■ —- - 

City, State, Zip Code/Gudad, Estodo, Cddigo Postal : 1 

E-mail Address/Correo Electro nico; l t -L ■; n <iC t - 

[Use additional pages if needed/Usar p-aginas odicionoles si es necesario) 


- L - r. \ \ l U- |^(L U.. J f i. I' Lk_ I i _N 1 L- ^ '■ , 3 <■' I 1 " ■ I * 1 V r J L. - 

' ~Tl^^A/]L Gk^ Pod ilC^/lLnq ColNK VUlA^lrC^L iZoLL-tc.Vg-.,- 

"VlUdn-M^ Cua.,YU.U^ Cu>^ , ^'iz. CXKML . Clio Cjftnfrp | AojLj 

Ui.ul Aix. . Q.x wu, fk , M % Pk>& , W^lvuz-au j iWl 


i.i fni*UifiL 


!M± 


■ k [ 


_ 

in^ C\(l\c^ SVidt^J^butL- 43. 


Like .VW^L £g L ( (M^) lA .a cm. ui\La u J crub.c ci-L^o 

ytrLUyl rlL^plae.^ a d. N-U. ^ Arnii Lltiuc^l-Lc. 


A i v\\a > tunfr Vtc~r>^..o c s ^ ^ . 

\aclui irWA-U olvcW nf {'4-kj„ ar>A 

1 AtHl cSDCh A o pftVr C'3 j. ^ cdx \c ir.i'-L ^ f I. un £ a n f ■ 


vik 


L 11^.P 4 r ^ f 4-^t d t. .>UL 1 Ja J A C o il Ac u tenf■ Cac cl y 6ui^ - 

?fl SI A.c>Lf- L\ b^-Ug h'\ gf lAH A,Lq L"- £ ?A *1- ^ to ^ 4- 


M£P^: T\ahf^/T £nvnof\MLvAuSi ?c\^\ Af4 


Q A • Cia liiir, - ] ^.1 a 6 n bL \ M ^ ALC>Vrisj. f >cv ri [ t.4^^ hH’ 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1048 (Richard Hook, September 28, 2011) 


1048-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-05, FB-Response-GENERAL-10, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-14, FB-Response-SO-04. 

For information about the impact on the community of Corcoran, see the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #7 and Impact SO #10 
and Mitigation Measure SO-1. 

1048-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#4 for information on the permanent conversion 
of agricultural land. See Mitigation Measure AG-1 in Volume I, Section 3.14 for 
measures to preserve the total amount of prime farmland. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1049 (Ken Hooper, August 26, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #160 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 

8/26/2011 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

8/26/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Ken 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

Hooper 

City : 

bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

93301 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

hooper93301 @gmail.com 

Add to Mailing List: 

No 

Stakeholder 

1 would like a copy of the full 

Comments/Issues : 

please. 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 



CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Roll Authority 


© 


U,S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 24-119 







California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1049 (Ken Hooper, August 26, 2011) 


1049-1 

The Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms for the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section are available in the following technical documents: the Historic 
Architectural Survey Report (HASR) (Authority and FRA 2011b), the Supplemental 
HASR (Authority and FRA 2012c), the Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) 
(Authority and FRA 2011c), and the Supplemental HPSR (Authority and FRA 2012d). 
These forms will be made available to qualified individuals on request to the Authority or 
FRA. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1050 (Ken Hooper, August 29, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #165 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 

8/29/2011 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

8/29/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Ken 

Last Name : 

Hooper 

Professional Title : 

teacher 

Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

Bakersfield High School 

City : 

Bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93301 

Telephone : 

661-324-9841 

Email : 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

ken_hooper@khsd.k12.ca.us 

Add to Mailing List: 

No 

Stakeholder 

Please send a copy of the DPR- 

Comments/Issues : 

to: 

Bakersfield High School 
c/o Ken Hooper 

1241 G Street 

Bakersfield CA 

93301 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 



CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Roll Authority 


© 


U,S. Department 
of Transportation 

Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 24-121 








California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1050 (Ken Hooper, August 29, 2011) 


1050-1 

The Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms for the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section are available in the following technical documents: the Historic 
Architectural Survey Report (HASR) (Authority and FRA 2011b), the Supplemental 
HASR (Authority and FRA 2012c), the Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) 
(Authority and FRA 2011c), and the Supplemental HPSR (Authority and FRA 2012d). 
These forms will be made available to qualified individuals on request to the Authority or 
FRA. 

Printed and/or electronic versions of these documents are available in Kern County at 
the Kern County Library (Beale Memorial Library and the Delano, Shatter, and Wasco 
branches), and electronic copies may be reviewed in Bakersfield at Dr. Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Community Center, the Rasmussen Center, and the Greenacres Community 
Center. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1051 (Bill Hough, August 16, 2011) 


435 North 2 nd Street 
San Jose, CA 95112 
August 15, 2011 

California High-Speed Rail Authority 

Fresno in ft akin field Draft ElR/ftJS CoiUfflaals 

frc3no_ bakcTsficld^h&r.Cftr guv 

770 L Street, Suite BOO 

Sue rumen to, CA PS814 

Subject: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Rcporl/SManreut for Fresno-Bakerafield 
Section of the proposed California high-speed rail liiiO 

Dear Staff: 

I'm submitliTip this letter to comment on the Environmental Impact Rcports/Statemcnts for the 
Freanq-Bakersfield Section of tire proposed California high-speed rail line. 1 am writing in my 
capacity os a California citizen ttnd taxpayer because I am concerned that the draft environmental 
documents circulated by the California High Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) do not adequately 
address my of the issues raised hy the King* County Board of Supervisors, the Legislative 
Analyst's Office, the State Auditor* the Authority's Peer Review Group and the University of 
California's lmlitulu of Transportation Studies (ITS). Those] aguiiciCa haVC brOughl up IngilirTmt? 
questions that have not been properly answered by Ihc CHSRA, and all work on this project 
needs to stop until these issues can be- properly resolved, For example* until accurate ticket prices 
and sellable ridership information is presented, it is impossible to determine the environmental 
benefits, if My, of passenger trips diverted from road to Tail, 

On August 2, 2011, thu King? County Board of Supervisors sent ft 21qj(kge letter to Federal 
Railroad Administrator Joseph Szabo, which lists numerous environmental concerns that need to 
be addressed as part of this Environmental Impact Ropnrt/Stiiteinent. For brevity, ) will not re- 
stale the iMWS that (he Supervisor* discuss in the letter, but it is aiinchud to this cmnil for your 
convenience and it should be considered to be n pint of my comments on the draft EIR/EIS and 
responded to accordingly, The letter is clear that the project will have negative on the Central 
Valley's residents and natural environment, which in turn will negntively utlbct me ns a taxpayer 
in the Stale of California, 

Additionnlly, the ridership projections developed by CHSRA have been called into question by 


1051-2 


1051-3 


Hough CHSR EIR/EIS Comments-Pagc 2 

the Univenrity of California's Institute of Transportation Studies (ITS). In Lhdjr report <c Review 
of 'Bay Area/CnlifOTTviii High-Speed Rail Ridership and Revenue Forecasting study'ITS 
writes: "However, the combination of problems in the development phase und subsequent 
uhengcs made to model parameters in the validation ph-i.™ Implies that the forecasts of high 
speed rail demand -and lienee of the profitability of the propped higji speed rail system—have 
very large error bounds,” By using a faulty and unreliable travel demand model, any 
environmental analysis based taua ridership and mode Bliift ore dubious, The authority must 
devdnp adequate ridership projections before it can predict the project's impact on the 
environment. 

Furthermore, the California High-Speed Rail Peer Review Group’s November 2010 report raised 
a number of questions that collectively called into question tlie CHRRA's business plan. 
Regarding environmental issues* the Peer Review 0reup requested updated ridership, revenue, 
operations cost and maintenance cost estimates. Their report states, “This should include 
estimates of ridership, revenue, ejrerafions and maintenance custs (including pricing 
assumptions) and the range of uncertainty in the estimates that statistical analysis of the dala 
requires, The demand estimates should also support an updated evaluation of the public benefits 
(consumer surplus, safety, emissions, C02 reduction, congestion, etc,) thut the project is 
expected to generate." Again, for brevity, I don't intend to quote the entire report, but a copy is 
attached to this email nod should ba considered to be a part of my comment* on the draft 
RIR/KlS, and responded to accordingly. 

Until the issues raised by these report* arc properly addressed by the CHSRA, any ridership 
projections and environmental documents published by thu Authority should bo considered 
unreliable, Pleas* provide a detailed analysis and response to the issuer ™sed by die Kings 
County Board of Supervisors, the UCB-ITS and the Peer Review Group. Do not dismiss Ihcsa 
comments out of hand with glib and unhelpful statements sueh as 'The CHSRA has determined 
that Ihcii rid mil ip projection* am reliable." A proper EnvfronmentnJ Impact Raport/Statemcnt 
must accurately address these issues, and 1 again request that the Draft EIR/EIS be revised and 

re-tircyluM. 

Finally, a 45-day public comment period is an inadequate amount of time for normal eitfauiid 
with day jobs to review and comment on documents thut approach 10,000 pages, A more 
realistic review period li necessary and tire Authority should give the public a minimum of 90 
days in which to comment. 

The law requires the CHSRA to do a thorough investigation and documentation of tiro issue* 
raised by Ring* County Board of Supervisors, the LBgjsili!iLiv& Analyst's Office, the State 
Auditor, the Authority’s Peer Review Group and the University of California's institute of 
Transportation Studies, CHSRA needs to revise the current draft TGIP/FIS to address these 
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Submission 1051 (Bill Hough, August 16, 2011) - Continued 


Hough CHSR EIR/E15 Comments'PaflB 3 


1051-3 


CtfinCfiftU und ffiGfliouIfflta a ttJViiud di'fift EIR/BIS Ibr IutUilt toVibW ami CfllttattGflt by Hie pub)it. 
TTia Cdifrvmin. UnvirftnmtSnljll Quality Act (CBQA) require. 1 ; the Cfl^RA Cc identify wpys Lo 
dimmnte or lo mitipte this project’? negative environmental impacts to the grwteat degree 
feasible. In liylif of Ihe project's escalating costs and questionable ridcrahip projections, CHSRA 
mu. x iL altiu uiIcquuLuly explain 10 tile public hpW it will comply with lire vsitur-uppriivCd mandate 
that "The planned passenger service by the authority in the corridor or usable segment thereof 
will not require a local, state, or federal operating subsidy." 



SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Following the May 11, 2011 hearing of the Senate Select Committee on high-speed rail, the Peer Review 
Group was asked to review and comment on the LAO’s May 10, 2011 report. White we want to be 
responsive to the Legislature within the parameters of our statutory responsibility, we also are aware 
that our comments, no matter how well-intended, are usually viewed as critical of the High-Speed Rail 
project. The members of the Peer Review Group support the development of high-speed rail in 
California. In discharging our responsibilities, our input has been focused on constructive suggestions 
and recommendations that are intended to improve the project and its chances for success. It is in this 
context that we offer the following comments. 

After review and discussion of the LAO Report, we agree that the project is truly at a "Critical Juncture" 
posing perhaps the last available opportunity for the Legislature and Governor to ensure that the project 
is on the right course before a commitment to construction is irrevocable. We recommend that the 
Legislature emphasize the importance of filing the 2011 Business Plan in October, 2011, as planned. The 
plan should contain the best available answers to a number of requirements, including: 

• A proposed business model. Who are the parties to the project and what roles will they play? This 
should include ownership, maintenance and management of infrastructure as well as rolling stock. 
It should also include an estimate of the financial role each party will play and, if the local, State and 
Federal Governments are expected to provide uncompensated investment, how much and when; 

• Updated cost estimates, including allowances for uncertainty and for as yet undefined segments; 

• A well-defined financial plan, containing confirmed commitments for the anticipated required 
funding amounts and sources based on existing programs and identification of potential future 
sources along with analysis of the viability of those sources, if significant private or local money is 
involved, the amounts should be clearly related to the role each party is to play; 

• Updated ridership, revenue, operations cost and maintenance cost estimates. This should include 
estimates of ridership, revenue, operations and maintenance costs (including pricing assumptions) 
and the range of uncertainty in the estimates that statistical analysis of the data requires. The 
demand estimates should also support an updated evaluation of the public benefits (consumer 
surplus, safety, emissions, C0 2 reduction, congestion, etc.) that the project is expected to generate; 

• The risks in undertaking the project - investment and operating - should be clearly defined and 
estimated, and the degree of risk of each party should be defined along with an indication that the 
parties understand and accept the risks assigned to them. 

We understand the LAO's observation that, if the project receives no funding beyond the initial Federal 
contribution, starting the project wholly within the Centra] Valley poses a higher risk to the State than 
an approach that does some upgrading at the ends in addition to new construction in the middle. Given 
current circumstances at the federal level, a case can be made for a request to the Obama 
Administration by the Authority and the State for more flexibility to apply funding in a way that reduces 
the State's risk if no addition Federal funding can be confidently expected. If such an application is 
made, it should also be accomjjanied by an intensified effort by HSRA with local agencies to develop 
joint, transparent and acceptable programs for phased development on the local lines. This might result 
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in a "blended" approach that allocates enough funding for significant improvement on the ends while 
retaining the majority of the funding in the Central Valley, 

Pending completion of the 2011 Business Plan addressing the issues discussed above, HSRA should 
proceed with design and planning efforts as needed and not be restricted solely to the $7 million in 
administrative spending as proposed by the LAO Report. This will avoid unnecessary disruption in 
project timing. However, HSRA should not initiate any obligations for construction until the Legislature 
and Governor have made an expedited review of the 2011 Business Plan and agreed on a course of 
action. This would be the best point to address the future management structure and organization of 
the HSRA. 

DISCUSSION 

During a hearing before the California State Senate Transportation and Housing Committee on May 11, 
2011, Will Kempton, the Chairman of the Peer Review Group, was asked to provide the Group's 
comments on a report issued by the Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO) entitled "High-Speed Rail Is at a 
Critical Juncture." 1 Although the legislated mandate of the Group is to comment on materials 
developed by the High-Speed Rail Authority and not on reports by other Agencies, we will provide 
comments on the major issues raised by the LAO Report as requested by the legislative committee. 

We want to emphasize the importance of "Critical Juncture" in the title of the report. It is no 
exaggeration to say that the next few months may offer the last chance for the Governor and Legislature 
to assess and influence the overall plans for the project. Although over $250 million has been spent on 
planning and preliminary design, nothing has been acquired and no commitments have been made for 
actual construction. That is about to change. Within the next year, the Authority will make large 
commitments of State and Federal money on a schedule that will significantly raise the cost of any 
future changes. If there is ever going to be a final assessment and confirmation of the future and 
structure of the HSR program, now is the time to do it. 

There is a sense of urgency in the LAO's statement: "Our review indicates that the Legislature lacks a 
detailed business plan to guide multi-billion dollar decisions it must make about high-speed rail projects. 
Such a plan would include, at a minimum, updated cost estimates, anticipated funding amounts and 
sources adjusted to reflect current political and economic realities, a range of forecasted ridership and 
revenue estimates, a proposed business model, and a discussion of risks the project may encounter." 2 
The Peer Review Group agrees with the statement and has said so in our November and April letters. 3 

It is worthwhile to discuss some of the implications of this statement and thereby summarize our 
previously expressed concerns: 

• A proposed business model. In previous letters we have highlighted this critical issue because the 
business model brings together the sources of money, allocation of costs and benefits, and 

1 Legislative Analyst's Office, "High-Speed Rail Is at a Critical Juncture," May 10, 2011 [called "LAO Report"] 

2 LAO Report, pg 11. 

3 see http://www.cahsrprg.com/documents.html 


apportionment of risks. We fully understand that the history of the project has made development 
of a final business plan difficult. Without a more fully developed business model, though, it is 
impossible to ensure that each of the parties or agencies involved has in fact understood and 
accepted the role assigned to it. For example, the Authority's preliminary project approach would 
have the Authority award Design/Build contracts for the infrastructure (track, signaling, 
electrification and many stations) while subsequently determining an operating arrangement for 
HSR services and agreeing on operating rights for provision of local commuter services. We do not 
necessarily disagree with this approach, but we emphasize that it requires the Authority to have 
available the entire funding needed to complete the system before any revenue is generated and it 
requires that the Authority have the staff and managerial ability to oversee the contracts, neither of 
which is true today. More critically, the approach implies, but does not state explicitly, that a 
significant part, perhaps all, of the Authority's infrastructure investment will not be recovered from 
fees charged to, or payments from, the operator(s). If this is correct, then the Authority's 
measurement of public benefits should be fully developed and carefully reviewed in order to 
justify the net public outlay. 

• Updated cost estimates. The latest construction cost estimates were published in December, 2009, 4 
but were developed nearly two years ago. Much has been learned about the project since, some of 
it unfavorable. Many critical details (for example alignment and scope between San Francisco and 
San Jose and between Anaheim and LA, and re-consideration of the Grapevine route) remain 
undecided, in fact, there is still no actual experience that validates either the cost estimates or their 
range of uncertainty. The Group's experience indicates that preliminary cost projections are likely 
to be optimistic, but we also acknowledge that the Authority might accomplish a lot with value 
engineering. The fact remains that the actual cost of the project is still unknown with any degree 
of confidence but the cost is "trending upward" according to the Authority: an update is urgently 
needed. 

• Anticipated funding amounts and sources adjusted to reflect current political and economic realities. 
As the Authority itself has emphasized, completion of the program is primarily based on sources of 
Federal, State, private and local public funding that do not currently exist. Unless the financial 
condition of the State and the Federal Government change significantly for the better, such sources 
may well not exist in the foreseeable future. Neither the State nor the Federal Government has 
given any guarantee of future funding beyond the amounts already allocated. This poses the clear 
risk that whatever is started will not be finished and whatever is finished may have only limited 
utility. In any event, the State may be faced with a limited utility project (albeit partly funded 
with federal grants) or may need to decide to complete the project using only its own resources if 
there is no further Federal funding. 

• A range of forecasted ridership, revenue and operating cost es timates. The last ridership and 
revenue estimates were done in the 2008 s and 2009 Business Plans and they have both been the 
subject of sustained and continuing criticism. The Authority is now conducting an in-house peer 
review of the demand forecasts. In addition, the revenue and related demand and operating cost 


4 CA HSRA Report to the Legislature December 2009 ("2009 Business Plan") 

5 CA HSRA, "California High-Speed Train Business Plan, November 2008" 
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estimates in the two business plans were quite different because of different assumptions about the 
competitive pricing strategy to be followed by the eventual operator. The Plans also lacked a 
detailed analysis of competing transportation systems, which is essential to calculating the 
competitive value of the HSR system and is an essential input to the ridership study. To be fair to 
the Authority, demand and revenue estimates for a new mode of transport are always uncertain, 
partly because underlying economic forces (population and income) are inherently hard to predict, 
and partly because the data needed to do accurate modal split estimates are rarely complete. Even 
so, the current demand forecasting review efforts will in all likelihood no t produce a set of 
estimates that have been fully subjected to review and comment by ail interested parties. These 
efforts will not produce an output that has been thoroughly and transparently vetted by the 
various outside agencies involved in the project. 

• Discussion of risks. There are no risk free "mega-projects." None. The interaction among sheer 
size, long time frame of construction and operation, uncertainty of underlying economic factors and 
an inevitable mixture of often conflicting public and private interests guarantees that outcomes will 
differ from expectations. Perhaps more important, when risks are not fully understood and 
discussed at the outset, some (or all) of the parties involved will feel deceived when the inevitable 
problems emerge, eroding the trust and commitment that is always needed to finish a project of this 
size when problems are encountered. There are manifest risks to this project, some of which are 
being sharpened by the experience to date: final route selection is incomplete and local opposition 
emerges when any route approaches finalization; construction cost and schedules are uncertain and 
subject to upward pressure; demand estimates are in dispute and subject to a significant range of 
uncertainty that could produce outcomes ranging from financial profit to economic pain; and, full 
funding to complete the project is not yet available and may not be forthcoming, certainly not on 
the schedule proposed. In plain language, there are still significant gaps and problems with Plan A, 
and there is no Plan B. While the Group fully appreciates that risks can never be eliminated and that 
there is an understandable element of "vision" in the HSR plan, we question whether all of the 
parties involved fully understand the degree and allocation of the risks. Whatever else is 
accomplished before construction commitments begin, it is essential that major risks be defined, 
clarified, understood, allocated and accepted to the degree possible. 

Against this backdrop, the LAO Report made two general recommendations. First, the Legislature 
should in effect suspend the project, appropriating only about $7 million in administrative costs, while 
the Authority requests flexibility from FRA on the spending of Federal money and on the choice of an 
initial construction segment. During this time, the Legislature would await the submission of the 2011 
Business Plan in October and would presumably base a decision to go ahead on the results of the 
submission. Second, responsibility for planning and management of the construction of the railway 
would be shifted to Caltrans and the authority of the HSRA Board would be trimmed accordingly. In 
addition, membership on the Board overseeing the HSR project would be recomposed to include 
appointees with specific skills in the issues posed by the HSR project, such as project finance, mega¬ 
project design and construction, major heavy rail operations, management of large business 
organizations and integration of project requirements with public policy considerations. 


Suspending the project while awaiting FRA decisions and the 2011 Business Plan 

Any decision to slow down project development work must be weighed in the context of FRA directions 
and requirements placed on available Federal funding. However, there appears to be little to lose and 
much to be gained by a requirement from the Legislature that the Authority make no commitments to 
construction until there are answers to the concerns discussed above. In fact, a consistent message of 
the Group's letters has been our doubts whether we could render a favorable opinion on an 
application for use of Prop 1A funding for construction in the absence of these answers. In any event, 
we understand the approved 2011-2012 budget does not suspend funding for the HSRA. 

Spending ARRA money first and Prop 1A funds later 

The prospects for a successful application to FRA for flexibility either in the spending deadline or in the 
segments to be started first are not clear. 6 The requirement for obligating funds by September 30, 2012, 
and the spending deadline of September 30, 2017 is fixed by law and FRA lacks authority to grant a 
delay. It is possible that a proposal to spend Federal money first and State money later will be workable, 
but the Authority and the State will have to submit concrete plans for assuring that the State's share will 
be guaranteed. Given FRA's experience in Florida, Wisconsin and Ohio, where the Federal money was 
accepted and then rejected, something more than statements of good intentions will be required. 

Starting on the ends rather than in the middle 

Reconsidering the decision to start in the Central Valley rather than in the end segments, such as LA- 
Anaheim or San Francisco-San Jose (the LAO Report also mentioned San Jose-Merced) may also be 
problematic for the FRA. The original dilemma was that starting on the end segments would have the 
advantage of yielding permanent benefits in short haul rail passenger services whether or not the 
project is ultimately completed. This would lower the risk of achieving an incomplete project with little 
utility, but have the disadvantages that none of these services would demonstrate high-speed intercity 
rail service at the outset (the objective of FRA), and that local environmental opposition might postpone 
completion welt beyond the 2017 deadline. Clearly neither of the end sections is today sufficiently 
prepared to submit environmental documents to meet the expenditure deadline of September 2017 
required by ARRA and a focused effort will be required to put them in a better position. 

By comparison, starting in the Central Valley offers a chance to construct high-speed demonstration 
track and appears to have less environmental opposition, but would yield an asset of very little value if 
the project cannot be funded beyond this segment alone. Subsequent analysts has shown that the 
Central Valley segment would not actually demonstrate high-speed service because it would not be 
electrified. Even if the segment were electrified, it would have no operational value because the ends of 
the segment are not electrified and it is impractical to change locomotives once, much less twice. 
Moreover, without electrification, the highest attainable speeds would be 110 MPH or less and would 
involve heavy diesel-powered rolling stock that might substantially damage the track when subsequently 


6 On May 25 , 2011 , Undersecretary for Policy Roy Kienitz informed Mr. van Ark of the Department's preference for 
starting in the Central Valley and of the legal requirements for spending ARRA money before the end of 2017 . 
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used by HSR equipment. Experience has cast substantial doubt on the assumption that construction 
would be subject to less environmental opposition than the end segments. Some perspective would be 
helpful in understanding the relative stakes. 

The existing services that would be improved by starting HSR on the San Francisco-San Jose and LA- 
Anaheim segments are Caltrain (11.6 million passengers and 266.8 million passenger-miles annually), 7 
the Pacific Surfliners (2.6 million passengers and 216.1 million passenger-miles), Metrolink (12.2 million 
passengers and 419.9 million passenger-miles) and the Capitol Corridor (1.6 million passengers and 
101.2 million passenger-miles). By comparison, the only existing service in the Central Valley, the San 
Joaquin, carries about 1.0 million passengers and 139.5 million passenger-miles. 8 Thus, there are slightly 
more than 28 times as many proven passengers (7.2 times as many passenger-miles) on the end 
segments as in the Central Valley so that the benefits if the project is not completed beyond the funds 
currently available would be much greater by starting on the ends rather than the middle. 

Two other advantages might be gained by starting some part of the project on the ends. First, actual 
construction experience would be gained in time to assess the future of the project if costs are 
significantly higher than current estimates. Second, some experience with the results of demand 
estimates would be gained and the on-going efforts to improve the existing demand estimates would 
have some opportunity to take effect before a commitment to the entire project is made. In addition, 
the investment on the Peninsula could be related to subsequent triggers supporting added capacity as 
demand meets specified levels. 

Phased development 

FRA and the Authority were aware of some of these considerations from the beginning and it is not 
obvious that anything has changed to encourage the FRA to reconsider even though it has the authority 
to do so. At the very least, it will be up to the Authority and the State of California to make a 
convincing case to the Obama Administration if the question is to be reopened. If, for example, the 
Authority and the State could show that a more balanced approach to phased development in the 
Peninsula and LA-Anaheim would both save money and act to reduce local opposition, this might be 
convincing. Doing so would require that the Authority aggressively seek to work cooperatively and 
transparently with local agencies to develop joint investment and operating plans that would much 
more closely align the interests of HSR with local transport. The Authority and the State would also have 
to provide assurance that they would proceed with the remainder of the project if the end segments are 
successful, while the Federal Government should likewise commit to acquire more funding at the 
Federal level. 

A blended approach might also be possible in which essential investments would be made at the ends to 
support the capacity needed for initial operation of HSR trains along with local services in the beginning 
years of the HSR system while at the same time getting substantial work started in the Central Valley. 
This might involve some level of investment at each end for electrification and initial capacity while still 


7 Caltrain, 2011 Annual Passenger Counts, April 2011, pgs 6,14 and 18. 

Amtrak, Monthly Performance Report for September 2010, pg A-3.5 and pg C-l. 


leaving enough funding in the Central Valley to gain experience with building high-speed track. We 
acknowledge that an amount spent on each end would not necessarily provide full capacity for the 
ultimate HSR system: it could, however, if jointly planned, provide the starting capacity for the initial 
years of operation and would provide much stronger support for the future investment program once 
initial HSR demand has been demonstrated. In the meantime, it would be of considerable benefit to far 
more passengers than investment in the Central Valley alone would yield. 

The LAO Report makes a reasonable case that the risk to the State of California of partial completion 
would be greater by starting only in the Central Valley than on the end segments and that the results of 
an appeal to FRA for a revision of sequencing and spending should be a significant consideration to the 
Legislature in evaluating the overall risk of the project. Thus, we recommend that the Legislature await 
the reaction of the Authority and the final position of the Obama Administration on this issue before 
making a decision to continue or delay project development activities. In addition, we consider the 
results to be provided in the 2011 Business Plan addressing the issues defined earlier in this report to be 
an absolutely essential input to a more confident decision of whether to proceed to construction. For 
these reasons we recommend that commitments to construction should not be made until the results 
of the above issues have been given expedited review by the Governor and the Legislature. At the same 
time, we believe that funding of on-going design work, planning, and environmental studies as well as 
acquisition of adequate Authority staff should continue in order not to lose momentum as the review 
proceeds. A virtual cutoff of funding could force the total demobilization of the consultant teams on the 
project with the dispersal of key talent that would be difficult to reassemble later if the decision is made 
to go forward in a timely and cost effective manner. 

Changing the HSRA organization 

The Group has consistently taken the position that the current organization of the HSRA does not lend 
itself to meeting the challenge posed by the HSR project. We agree with the LAO Report that a change is 
critical. Our conclusion has been based on the clear disjunction between the needs of the project for a 
very large increase in the range and level of managerial skills in the near term, on the one hand, and the 
often significant limitations posed by the State bureaucratic requirements, on the other. Transferring 
the project to Caltrans would do little to remove these crippling restrictions. 

Unfortunately, without an agreed upon business model to work with, it is not possible to develop a 
better organization with any confidence. The HSR project is not a simple (albeit very large) highway 
construction project: if it were, it might be appropriate to shift responsibility for planning and 
implementation to Caltrans as suggested by the LAO Report. Indeed, certain aspects of the LAO's 
proposal clearly do deserve consideration. Caltrans may well be the best State agency to complete the 
environmental studies and requirements along with basic ROW alignment and acquisition and it has long 
been suggested that this responsibility be sub-contracted from HSRA to Caltrans. The problem is that 
Caltrans has rightly not been able to accept the task without the kind of staff augmentation (positions, 
as well as money) that has proven difficult for HSRA to achieve. Another practical difficulty is that some 
aspects of HSR design, especially track, signaling, electrification and rolling stock, require skills that no 
existing California State agency possesses. To put this into perspective, during each of the peak four 
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construction years of the project, the annual outlays for the HSR project would be about 20 percent 
greater than the entire Caltrans capital outlay program, and would involve a skills mix much more 
diverse than Caltrans has on board. 9 Transfer of the Authority to Caltrans would not be a simple task. 

A related problem is the fact that high-speed railways are systems, not easily separable parts. 
Gradients, curvature, track components, signaling, electrification and rolling stock must work together. 
Ideally the critical elements of all of these would be specified by the future operator of the system in 
order to ensure compatibility and safety of the system. Neither Caltrans nor the HSRA has the required 
operating expertise. HSRA's consultants may have some of the required expertise, but cannot speak for 
the viewpoint of the future operator. 

The importance of the operator's input into the details of the systems design cannot be overstated. The 
operator should have major input into the design and siting of the maintenance facility, siting of high 
speed crossovers, line side signaling and the layout of stations, among other features. Consequently it is 
the norm to let a concession contract for the operator several years prior to the start of commercial 
operations and before many critical engineering decisions are made. This is particularly important if the 
operator will also acquire the rolling stock for the project. Moving rapidly to construction now may well 
be important to spending Federal money before the 2017 deadline, but it might do so at the cost of 
disrupting the link between designer/constructor and operator. Among other things, this means that 
any design decisions that cause {or can be argued to cause) safety or efficiency problems will be the 
responsibility of Caltrans, or HSRA, or the designer/builder, but not the future operator. 

More broadly, the LAO Report identifies a concern with Caltrans' "...lack of expertise in working with 
private partners on PPPs," 10 which is exactly the problem that the project faces even now in the issue of 
the lack of operator/designer/builder feedback, and which will become much more serious when the 
time comes to develop, award and oversee (or regulate) the operating arrangement. The Authority 
does not have this expertise either, and the Group is deeply concerned that neither the Authority nor 
Caltrans will be able to acquire it in a timely way if the Department must stay within existing State 
agency limitations on positions, salaries and skills. The California Transportation Commission (CTC) is the 
only state agency that has developed criteria for the review and implementation of PPP projects; to 
date, the CTC has reviewed and approved only a handful of much smaller projects which are in the early 
stages of development. 

This is a critical issue. At a minimum, California faces a $43 billion investment project involving 
passenger revenues of over $70 billion in the first 30 years of operation. 11 This would create a rail 
passenger operator with revenues about 8 times the size of BART and Caltrain combined and about one- 
third larger than the entire Amtrak system. It would have revenues nearly three times as large as the 
largest U.K. rail franchise - and the experience of the U.K. Government in designing, awarding and 
overseeing their franchises has been anything but trouble free. It does not encourage unbounded 


9 

confidence in an agency (Caltrans or HSRA or the CTC) with limited experience in the rail PPP field and 
without the skills, resources and authority to do the job. 

In fact, the U.K. experience with franchising has highlighted a number of issues that will need to be 
considered in the HSRA's 2011 Business Plan. First, how will the HSR infrastructure be owned, managed, 
maintained and operated? Second, if the private sector is to operate the trains on the system, what 
form will the relationship take? These are not abstract problems for which the answers can be delayed 
for the present and then allowed to emerge over the years. At least some consistent version of the 
entire picture is needed before the Group and the Legislature can assess whether the organizational 
structure, along with the related resources and skills, are appropriate. 

The Group continues to believe that the HSR project management will need full flexibility to hire and pay 
the staff needed for the project over all its phases and will need to handle procurement rapidly and 
efficiently in a way that the standard public procurement rules do not facilitate. Real trouble lies 
immediately ahead if the current organization proceeds to awarding construction contracts without 
being restructured to ensure adequate accountability for taxpayer funds. The project is larger than the 
entire Caltrans construction program, and will need maximum flexibility in management to ensure quick 
decision making capability and a minimum of organizational interfaces. 

As we have argued in our earlier letters, the organization needed would be more consistent with some 
form of State-owned corporation in which public oversight would be exercised by public appointment 
and confirmation of the Board of Directors but with management free to act with the flexibility of a 
corporation. However, we recognize that the Legislature's desire for direct public control could lead in 
the direction of continuing the Authority as a public agency. In this case, consideration should be given 
to the establishment of an organizational structure similar to Caltrans within the overall control of the 
Business Transportation and Housing agency. The Board of this organization could assume functions 
similar to the California Transportation Commission, responsible for programming and allocating funds 
to various segments as proposed by the HSRA staff. The new agency should retain the freedom to 
contract with both private and public sector entities for various services, and perhaps utilize the creation 
of public benefit corporations where appropriate. 

At best, we conclude that greater short term reliance on Caltrans would only provide a temporary 
solution to part of the problem. A transition to Caltrans would not resolve the staffing problems related 
to salaries and staffing issues facing the Authority in acquiring a top quality team within the strictures of 
the State Civil Service system. 


9 See LAO May Report, pg 9 and 

http://www.catc.ca.gov/meetings/agenda/2011Agenda/llJan/Tab014_4_2_Rev.pdf 

10 LAO Report, pg 21. 

11 Estimate based on Authority's 2009 Business Plan. Revenues are undiscounted. 
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August 2 P 2011 

Joseph C, Ssube, Administrator 
Federal Rid I road Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, $E 
Washington, DC 20590 

Ret California High Speed Kail Project (Fresno to Bakersfield Segment) 

Dota' Adminislmtar g^iibo. 

We write to you from Ihe Great Central Valley of California, the Bread Basket of the 
World, The subject of this correspondence In the proposed California High Speed Rail Project 
(die “Project' 1 ). The Project is nn approx i mutely 800 mile mil hue which will extend from San 
Francisco in the North, to Los Anscles/Anaheim in Ilia South and eventually to the southernmost 
part of the Ktfitc, Sun Diego. The Project is funded, in part, by more than T6 billion in American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2D09 1 ("ARRA") monoy mid In pan by a $9 billion bond 
measure passed by the people of Californio In 200$ und tmdified and referred to as the Sqfe, 
Reliable High-Speed PaSSMgW Train IfowlActfor the 21" Century* The Project la managed by 
n nine-member Boned ofDirectors of the High Speed Rail Authority (the "Authority) created and 
appointed pursuant to California Public Utilities Code (§135020), and tm Executive Director, 
who is appointed by the Board and who serves m the pleasure rtf (he Authority (M at §1S3024). 

The purpose of this latter Is to provide you with background regarding the proposed 
Project, and to implore your assistance and coordination to ensure your agent, the Authority, 
complies with the NtUioriul Environmental Policy Act of 1959 ("NBPA"), California's 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), other laws, and ARRA funding conditions in currying out 
the Project. To dale, the Authority lias refused to coordinate with the County of Kings, despite 
its persistent demands in working toward the common interests of serving (ho public good. 

Kings County \M the duty to care for the public health, safely and welfare of its 
constituents IIltd to protect its prime agricultural land, related economy nrtd productive industry, 
lire Authority's unsound actions and failure to net in response to the County's requests to 
coordinate and take into Account Our policies i$ not in fleobrtl with NJaFA, Every route 
a Iterant ivc being Advanced by the Authority goes through Rings County, and yet, the Authority 
refuses to consider our concerns and the conflicts this creates with our short nod long term plans. 
At the very least, the Authority should be studying, analyzing and developing nn alternative in 
the federal Et$ that vvould resolve the conflicts with our position ns required at 42 USC 4332(E) 
a euI the implementing regulations, but they ore not. As n result, the Authority’s actions threaten 
to permanently change lire stability of our local economy and way of life, all In the interest of 
timely spending ARRA fonda, The Authority's "do-now, ask-forgiveness-later" altitude with 
billion dollar decisions must be stopped. 


Jcai-jpIrU. Suite, Ailin In B1 rolor 
Kidcrol ItatlnnuJ Aiimlnlslmllttn 
AtiRusi 3,2011 
FujiS of21 

Wo request directly of you, Mr. AdUftlliisIffltor, (hut you step In and insist that the 
Authority coordinate this Project with Our County so that the conflicts with our position gun be 
thoroughly analysed und resolved prior to the release of the draft environmental document. In 
the absence of this happening, (he duly falls to you, n% the lead agency responsible for the 
preparation ofthc environmental document, to coordinate directly wilh Kings County, 

We also request„ (hat you reftisc to approve the drafl BUS for public release until such 
ihno as the Authority takes into account our position Mid prepares Ml alternative that resolves the 
conflicts with our policies. We must then have rite opportunity to review this Alternative prior to 
public release to Unit wc can ensure the Authority has properly staled our position whereby 
decision makers and the public can be apprised of our position and the Impacts to out County 
when making their comments, 

Background 

The Kings County Board of Supervisors (the “County Board") supports high Speed rail. 

In fad, on May 25, £010, it ridupted Resolution No. 10-033, which specifically doeumonls Its 
resolut ion to; I) Support the continuing development of high speed rail on ft statewide basis; 2) 
Support a unified approach for the Central Valloy, should the rail be designated to 1 reverse 
through it; 3) Support rouiea that use existing transportation corridors and rights-of-way; and 4) 
oppose any And fill iiligimrenta where trensparfaflon corridors do not cxbd nl the present 
time (Emphasis Added). The "existing transportation corridor 11 requirement is consistent with 
( the will of the People, ns specifically indicated in the Act, 

The County Board has grave concerns regarding a preselected alignment from Fresno to 
Bakersfield, ns indicated by Authority document* that presume a final project decision even 
before release of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. In addition, although the alignment 
begins On an existing transportation corridor (State Highway 99), it quickly digresses from the 
corridor and plows through miles of prime agricultural land. The County Hoard has expressed Us 
concerns directly to the Authority and stated olenrly that this project may have potentially 
significant and devastating economic Impacts on the County, as well as, conflicts wilh local 
policies and plans related to I mid use, resource conservation, the environment, nrld Health and 
safely. 

The County Board has attempted in good faith to engage Ihe Authority in a process of 
govornmenl-to-govcrnmcM “Coordination" as required under NEFA in Order to resolve project 
conflicts with County plans, policies and resources. The County Board sought information from 
Ihe Authority on project details and on how the Authority would resolve the County’s concerns. 
On Mnreb 4,201], (ho County Board sent a letter to Authority CEO Roelofvan Ark, oppressing 
concern that the Authority, to date, had not engnged in meaningful, good faith coordination with 
the County 1 . 

The Authority eventually accepted tha County Board** “invitation" to meet and 
designated Jeff Abercrombie, the Central Valley Aren Program Manager, to work with the 
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County Board to arrange a meeting 1 . On April 19, 2011, llw County Board hosted a special 
meeting dedicated to the salts purpose of '‘Coerel!nation” 1 . During the comae of the multi-hour 
conidiiivtiiun meeting, ihc County Dom'd detuiled a list of potential impacts to bo caused hy the 
proposed Project, as described by a number of County depnilmcnl head*, lotto) school district, 
and local water district, ov lheir representatives, including the Sheriff, Pits Chief, Agricultural 
Commissioner, Public Works Director, Community Development Director, Kings County Water 
District l3irec[oi and Kit Carson Elementary School District. 

At Ihc conclusion of the April 19, JO) I coordination mealing, the County Board 
requested a follow-up coordination meeting to allow Mr. Abercrombie Hie time to gather 
information necessary to respond to the numerous concerns mixed, lire Authority refused to 
cooperate and engage with the County Board in “Coord tent Lon" and Instead indicated that 
coordination la not applicable to this Project. In spite of their refusal, they insist that they arc 
conducting their environmental review in accord with NEPA and CEQA , 

The Authority is Refusing tc Coordinate with Kings County 

NEPA requires study of federal notions before they arc taken nnd in coordination with 
local governments. Congress defined what it meant by coordination at 43 DSC 1712 (c)(9) and 
the courts lutvc affirmed this duty. Tim duly include* ensuring that the Authority, as your agent, 
gives consideration to local plans, resolves inconsistencies between Federal and nOn-FedOril 
plans and provides meaningful involvement in the process. Specifically, NEFA states: 

,f . that it hi (he continuing policy of the Federal Government, in cooperation with the 

State and focal governments, and other concerned public and private organ Isdthns, tv 
use afi practical means and measures, including Jlnanildl and technical assfstattc*, hv 
manner calculated hfdiftr and promote the general welfare, to matt and maintain 
evndUbi t.v win'*!' which man and nature can exist In productive harmony, andfulfill the 
social\ economic, and other requirements ofpresent and future generations of 
Americans, ** 

"it is the continuing responsibility of the Federal Government to use all practicable 
means. Consistent with other memidl considerations of national policy, to improve and 
at ordinate Federal plans, factions, programs, and resources....’” to, among other 
aspirations, “attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the environment without 
degradation, risk to health or safety\ or other undesirable and unintended 
consequences;... " (§101; Emphasis Added), 

“fpjrlor to making any detailed statement, the responsible Federal official shall consult 
with and obtain the comments of any Federal agency which has jurisdiction by law or 
special expertise with respect to any environmental impact Involved Copies of such 
statement and the comments and views of the appropriate Federal, State, and had 
agencies, which dr* mlhdrlitd tv develop <utd epfatte environmental standards, shall he 
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made available tv the President, the Council on Environmental Quality and to the 

puhtic,..f§ 1Q2; Emphasis Added). 

implementation of the stated combhrtilon duty will allow us to assist your agent, the 
Authority, in reconciling dm Project with our local plans and policies which are designed and 
adopted In accord with State law to carry out our duty to protect the health, safely nod welfare of 
our constituents. 

The Council on Environmental Quality directs federal ugeneies to conduct jolw planning 
processes, joint environmental rtwareh undMurtlei, ftnd joint public hearings wills state and local 
agencies in order to enhance coordination and reduce duplication between NEPA and Slate tiiul 
local requirements (Set 40 CFR, Volume 32, Section 1S06.2.) 

The Authority's refusal to coordinate is puzzling because the few is clear and the Smte of 
California understands the eobrdirtolion duly of agencies implementing the federal law of NEPA. 
The Stole succeeded in an action against the U.S. Purest Service fbr ils refusal to coordinate four 
federal forest management plan revisions with the State, The Federal Court required the Fount 
Service begin lire NEPA prowess over, this time in coordmntioti with tlm Stale. Tim case 
ultimately concluded with a settlement agreement in 2010, however, this occurred nfler the 
Service was ordered to coordinate with the Slate (Sec California Itesvurces Ax vno v v, US 
Department of Amicntfure (2009 WL 6000102) (N.D, California), 

C Tim same provision of NEPA lhal requires federal agencies to coordinate with states nlso 

requites coordination with local governments. Although it is the Authority refusing to 
coordinate with Kings Counly, courts will recognize tbnt ultimately the duty to carry this mi 
taking. 1 * 4 ; wijh llio Federal llatlroad Adm I nisi ration - your agency. It Is for this purpose that we 
are notifying you of the violation and requesting immediate compliance cither directly by you or 
tluough clear ins I ruction (o your agent, 

Wc are aware that the Draft BIS could be released fbr public comment any day, We are 
sending you this request so that you lurvc nolice Ihut the document has been prepared without 
coordination with Kings County. The Authority has treated our County as if W0 are 0 part of tlte 
public, rather than an elected body charged with dm duly of protecting rim health, safety and 
welfare of the public, The Authority's refusal to answer out questions and develop an alternative 
that resolves our concerns Is in direct violation of NEPA. Wc request that you withhold release 
of (he Draft EIS until (his duly has been met. 

This duly was directed to llm attention of the Authority's then Chairman, Curt Pringle at 
its Muy 5,20) 1 meeting by Kings County Farm Bureau Director, Dimra Peek. Mta Peek 
received deplorable treatment as evidenced by the excerpt uf Ihc recorded meeting 7 . This did nol 
keep her from advising the Chairman that the Authority’s 2009 Coordination Plan acknowledges 
",, .there is a critical need to engage and coordinate with n number of public agencies in the 
planning, design, permitting, construction, and implementation of (his landmark statewide rail 
system," That ir\., seeks to include Federal, Slate, regional, and local government 
( agencies.,,”, it "...promotes an efficient, streamlined process,as wall as, good project 
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managementthrough coordination*scheduling* und early ofiJSUCS,and 

", ..represents 4 good fltlth* common-seiise eJ'J'yii Ip identity mid involve interested agencies early 
on, lire objective being to raise and resolve issues as early and quickly ns possible.,.(Pg. l) 

Slit? pointed out dial coordination had not boon carried out with regards 1o Kings Comity, 
oven though Kings County would be directly impacted by the Project, She questioned whether 
Chairman Pringle was flWSrt of Authority aUiff member Abercrombie'S HMrti *rtilCnu;iiJ to the 
Kings County Bond of Kup&ivlsors that thp Authority is not required to comply with iho 
coordination requirements In the federal law. 1 Mr. Pringle's response was unfitting for one 
chairing “Ihe largest infrastructure project In the nation today." In short, lie dismissed Ms. Peck 
nnd the County’s concerns by sliding (hot Ihc Authority had done nil >( was going to do with 
refunds to Kings County’s and Other local entity’s positions. 

Mr. Admin islrntoi-, our position has nol been meaningfully considered in this process, but 
rather blatantly Ignored by the Authority, Our insistence thut they fulfill their coordination duly 
under NEPA has been refWd. The message is clear that the Authority has no regard for the 
direct imjMicl this Project will hnvc on the lives and livelihoods of the citizens of Kings County. 
I'hey have m agenda to meet and will do so regardless of the devastating environmental and 
human consequences the Project will have on the communities In their way. 

This top-down* ugenda-dilvcn-type ofland use planning will not stand in Kings County, 
WO have taken great care to thought My plan for our future and the Uses of our land. We insiid 
that your Agent do the same for the portion of the HSR tlmi may crow our County, 

Mr, Abercrombie wrote to the Board of Supervisors on May 1 1, Z011* and mdicnied the 
Authority is preparing for the release of a draft KIR/HI !$. Rnilrer than provide a follow-up 
“Coordination" meeting date (o work to resolve conflicts, he stated that his staff wanted to meet 
to "verity that wc have covered the issues of concern in the environmental document" nnd stated, 
ns though Ire had never met with the County Board before* "|f|f iheie are issues of pmliculav 
interest that you wish to discuss, please udvise.,,”.* 

Taken aback* Ihe County Board again wrote to Mr. Abercrombie 10 . The County Board 
formally requested administrative copy of the draft BIK/BIS prior to its distribution to the 
public for comments in order to ensure that the numerous issues and concerns raised by Kings 
County in its attempt to coordinate will be adequately and lawfully addressed. 

On June 7, 201 1 (. Mr. Abercrombie attended a second coordination meeting scheduled by 
the County Board, The meeting lasted 3-4 hours, but little information was obtained by the 


Mr. A&oicpwmW* einlomufil to Uowto or Bujwrvltor* on April IS, 2011: '...Tfla Aultiorfly ifcwa mi foal that Ilia piovlslons youVo 
tftod ft? Itn r aforal Land Policy Mwpgvnwnl Ad or Wo ISTHA on tfroctly oppHcabto to tote pfejoel, norttowo ogno with your 
mvluw untf legal bads tor Ihs vlfvii <?f wxrdmUon, Wu an conduoOng auf amintmonM ravfaw anti lysis noot yrdlng to NEPA and 
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Board, fn fuel, Ihe Board was mi with more queslions than answers. In fhi&lmllon, County 
Supervisor Fagutidcs exclaimed that “,,.n system so extravagant nnd so costly, you should have 
answers - not just one dtiy to the next.” 

We later loomed that Mr. Abercrombie was instructed one hour prior to our meeting by 
the 1ISR attorney to refuse to answer our questions. For Mr. Abercrombin to have bpon scut to 
meet willi our County Bouiti in yidor to comply with your duty to coordinate, and then be 
intfniciuLl to refttse to answer our questions mid work to resolve the impacts a potential rail 
project will have on our citizens and County services is deplorable. Clearly* the refusal to 
coordinate and comply with the Inw has become the policy of the Authority* not Ihe exception, 

J ho Authority’s staff has been requesting to moot Individually with our staff where they 
have stated Urey will revea) some of the draft plans. However, they hnve reftiscd to provide this 
wine i$ve) ol'uccountnbilhy to (lie elected body guvarning the County. 

During the mealing, the County’s Ag Commissioner urliculiAcfy explained why it was 
necessary for nil Ihe County stuff mid SupemSors to have the opportunity to understand in detail 
the Authority's plans in m\at to projfcrly edvi're the project manager on the impacts that may 
occur and which must be rigorously annlyzcd in the environmental si tidy, 

lit San Joaquin Vtilfoy Is a living hplrig" ... "Farmhftd ti m 0 living, hrtwlhlny, trtflly. 

, U It a idntMbk nsQitrct /hat piwvkki-fdtidfor this Co unify a»t! to o certain extent, a lot 

{ ofour foreign neighbors. “... and "this may be <t ‘traditional public works project ’ but 

fn the State of California there are numerous regulations and taws with respect to 
agriculture, “So What 1 want to 40y about it coordinated meeting, Mr. Abercrombie, ts 
public works doesn V know my job and I don V know theirs , / don V know Ihe regulations 
that the Planning Department works under, but I know they have regulations and they 
don 7 know mine, We are individual specialists and to meet with us individually [behind 
Closed doors out of (he view of the public to present a l$% design drqjt to Public Works 
as requested by the A uthortty] k a divide and conquer approach to this. What was raised 
by our Public Works who knows about grade level and whatnot and knows the difference 
between Cal irons compaction and a railroad compaction rate brought to my mind, okay 
- where's the sod or what kind of timeridl are yon bringing in to do that grade 
separation? In my world where l work, Vm concerned about where the soil Is coming 
from and what's fn if and what affect It's going to have on the surrounding agriculture - 
ml Just in Kings County, blit in the S(m Joaquin Kalley collectively because m people 
move duty bring with them the pests or diseases... " 

Neveilheiesii, Mr Aberorotnbie eonsistcnlly refosed to uddross thaeoneerns nod 
questions of the various departments of Kings County, saying Ire could not release administrative 
draft details, Despite the many planning, public safety* circulation and other impact related 
questions jHiml to the Authority in Thu niuuting* tire only roul annvth received Is that Mr. 
Abercrombie could not answer and all the answers would come in the environmental document. 
In fact, tire County's counsel inquired; 
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”Mr. Abercrombie are you Indicating fhtn that,,. cadi and every one of the questions 
(hut was rained in this forum and others is going to be Identified in (he document [draft 
FARJFJS] and an answer or comment or response given? /i that whdt you ore saying? " 

Mi 1 , Abareromhio responded: 

"Ati those quest tans are to be answered in the environmental draft document and I'll take 
ii gander - (hat Is our mission to accomplish, right? [seeking a response from other 
Authority personnel, which responded In the affirmative}," 

Rather Ihim re-cite the extensive Hit of issues and questions asked of Mr. Abercrombie by 
(ho County Board, compact discs containing the audio recordings h orn the April I9 n and June 7, 
2011 12 coordination meetings, ns well as printed transcripts, are enclosed with this 
correspondence for your review. 

However, the Authority clearly misses the purpose of WWdhlfllion. 11 is no! to disrupt 
their planning process but rather to improve the prowls ited ensure all reusoiuthk alternatives arc 
luken into MeOwnl no font tlm conflicts can be identiJkd and resolved early in the process. It is 
unfortunate that (he Authority is just now, at this late date, realizing they should have been aware 
of our local plans and policies, Still, they have only come to this realization because of rur 
insistence that lliey follow the law. They should have taken out 1 position into account at the 
beginning of their scoping ptoom, not the end. 

The Authority’s CEO professes concern for agriculture with words, but not with, fictions. 
In a press release following a meeting with farmers and agricultural leadership at a regional 
conference held by the Madera County Farm Bureau in early 20II, Mr. van Ark indicated; 

"Tm commuted to working with the ogrfcwltwvt community to develop win-win 
solutions. 1 w/ll not remain in my office, rather I will be ottf here - in communities 
throughout the State and In the Valley, meeting with you, with agricultural groups and 
working together,,.. I,/J 

This has not happened. Two separate demands to meet with the County’s Board have 
been Ignored. Instead, he sent a newly hired Jeff Abercrombie, self-professed Cnltrnns bridge 
builder who has liltlc high speed mil project background and hired by |ho Authority in February 
201 1, The simplistic; response to concerns over thu (test met Ion of agriculture-related economies 
In the Valley, such as that of Kings County’s Is llial the Project will bring other jobs, Simply 
stating the Project will bring jobs und enhance Ihe community‘s economic conditions (loos not 
justify the destruction of multi-gone ration industries, nor ensure employment to the displaced, 
nor explain fo the County how its ng-dcpendfinl economy will be repaired and not forther 
harmed. It does not explain how (ho two can co-exist in harmony, 

In order to make good on such assurances, the Aulhority mvisl critically nnnlyze and 
thoroughly understand the industry. The County Hoard lias attempted to educate the Authority 
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regaining (lie induslry and convey potential impacts and Jiltarttnlives through coordination bui 
such attempts have been wholly rejected by the Authority. 

The Authority has Fulled to Consider tire Highway 99 Alternative 

The County Board, U,S. Congressman Jim Costa, and California Senator Michael Rubio 
have urged (he Authority to reconsider and not foreclose a valid ulLcmnlivc alignment that 
continues along Highway 99 from Freimo, California, to western Vlsalift, California (see fid 1 ), 
Vi$alia has offered free land m its airport for a station at the junctures oiTIIghwuy 99 end 
Highway 198. and is more aptly situated near population centers. Yet, (he Aulhority hns 
discarded this alternative alignment and fails U> disclose their full reusoning behind the 
itbuiidomncnl of u potentially viable alternative alignment. California AssunblyimiiL David 
Valadao is concerned with the potential tlucal this project poses to Kings County and the 
destruction of prime tigricultuffil land, which also threatens a safe and reliable food supply which 
“Is vital to our national security, l,N 

The Highway 99 alignment lo western Visalia would resolve lire conflicts wilh Kings 
County's long-term and shori-torm planning policies, This alignment is a "reasonable” route that 
Is iitivOcHted not only by W County, but is welcomed by those directly impacted, II Is tin 
alternative that should bo considered In the draft document soon to be released. At the very Least, 
(he Authority should be required 1o explain why it luia dismissed this route, 

( NEFA provides specific direction as to how such a conflict should be handled In the 

environmental study. At 42 USC 4332(E), the Act mandates Ihut the agency shall; 

"(E) study, develop, and describe appropriate alternatives to recommended courses of 

action in any proposal which involves unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses 

of available resources, "(emphasis added) 

Tire Authority is obligated to carry forward in (he Oral! HlK an a hemal I vo (hat rose Ivon 
I hc conflicts belween their proposed Project and our plans and policies. The Council on 
Environmental Quality (CBQ) regulations ijravide spec ilk direction on how to resolve such 
conflicts with local plans and pollutes when preparing tin cimroiimentul study, 

First, the agencies are directed to consider ihe local position curly in the process; 

"Agencies shall integrate the NEPA process with other planning at the earliest possible 

time ... to head off potential conflicts" (40 CFR 1501.2). 

Second, the purpose of the cnvlroniiumlul study is to folly iufonti decision mukai;; as to 
the human and environmental impacts of the proposal so that such impacts can be properly 
cunsidoled when determining whether or not to approve the project, The public shall have foil 
disclosure of the Impacts, not simply the tillered disclosure provided by the Authority's limited 
alternatives. 
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"It shall provide full and fair discussion of .significant environmental impact# imd shall 
Inform (Incision makers and tht pubfhcf the reasonable olfwmlim which would ovoid 
o?' minimize adverse Impacts nr tnhiWC* the quality of the human environment. "(42 CFR 
J302.1) 

" The mttmtnf shall he prepared early enough SO dun It can serve practically as an 
Important contribution to the decision making process and will not be used to rationalise 
or Justify decisions already made." (42 CFR 1502.5) 

H This section Is the heart of the environmental Impact statement, Rased on the 
information and analysis presented In the sections on the Affected Fnvhvnment and the 
Environmental ConsvQitinws, it should present the environmental Impacts of the 
proposal and the alter natives In comparative form, thus sharply defining the issues and 
providing a clear basis for choice among options by the decision maker and the public ." 
(42 CFR 1502.14) 

Simply addressing our questions in the Draft HIS in the manner stated by Mr. 
Abercrombie docs not fulfill the Authority's duty under NEPA, A iido-by-slde comparison of 
choir preferred TOUto MlccUort? with ilile (hat would rasolvp fhe conflicts with Ollt 1 County Is 
twees siiiy. If I he Authority does not do 1h is. it will have deprived decision makers, including 
your agency, and the public, of the opportunity to be flilly apprised of the impact to Kings 
^ County, 

Third, the CEQ regulations very specifically require Ihe Authority to analyze the conflict 
with our position when addressing the environmental consequences of their Project proposal, 

'"/r shall Include discussions oft (c) Possible conflicts between the proposed action and 
the objectives if Federal, regional, State and local land use plans, policies and controls 
for the area concerned, " (42 CFR 1502 , 16) (emphasis added) 

We arc convinced* because of Mr. Abercrombie's refusal to discuss our concerns, that Ihe 
Authority in no way understands the ftill breadth of the conflicts of their alignment nllemn lives 
through Kings County. We are certain this lack of understanding will inhibit fulfillment of the 
CEQ regulations, 

Fourth, the Authority's burden goes beyond just discussion of Ihe conflict. The agency 
must work to reconcile Hi pTOp&ttd altarmstives with Our County plans fmd policies, 

'To better Integrate, environmental Impact statements Info Stale or local planning 
processes, statements shut! discuss any inconsistencies- of a proposed %nation with my 
approved State or local plan and laws (whether or nor federally sanctioned). Where an 
inconsistency exists, ihe statement should describe the extent to which the agency would 
reconcile Its proposed action with (he plan <Wflnt J> (42 CFR 1)06, 2) (emphasis added) 

( The Authority must develop nn a Her native that resolves cur conflicts, nod further 

describe how they will reconcile any inconsistencies between their preferred alignment and our 
position. 
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The core purpose of NEPA is to provide decision makers and the public with credible and 
reasonable analysis in order to consider' if and how a project should move forward, The 
Authority's action to eliminate a rigorous study of the Highway 99 route, which can be compared 
side-by-side with their preferred routes, deprives the public of the opportunity |o bo apprised of 
the County's position mid comment on this option. It also signals that ihey arc preparing n 
document to justify a pic-determined outcome. Their interest is not to ensure this Project is 
carried out in the manner best for the human environment, if this were (he case, they would not 
hesitate to reveal to the public and decision makers bow tin# two alignments compare. 

The Authority is Mandated by Law to I'rcaum Agriculture 

Agriculture la a way gf life for Kings County and Us economy depends on it. According 
to Kings County's 2010 Agricultural Crop Report, (he gross value of ail agriculture! crops and 
products produced during 2010 in Kings Courtly was 5I,7I7$7l t lH)U !i . King* County is 
ranked l 1 among California comities in the production of cotton lint. It is 2 N among California 
counties in Ihe production ofcoUonseed, and 3 ,J in the production of apricots, nectarines, and 
plums. It produces 9.1 % of all milk and cream in (lie Stale* making it lire Slate's 5 lh largest milk 
producing county. El ranks 11 11 ’ among California counties in Agricultural production (seepg- 
13), Commodities from Kings County ore exported to 43 countries of the World (tcupg, IS). 
Kings County has a population of approximately 155,000 and consists of 1^.391 square miles of 
total laud. Kings County has SI 0,000 acres designated for agricultural use, <555,132 acres of 
( which me harvested crop, Kings County remains one of the highest statutorily contractually 

protected agricultural land 10 total com lly- wide acreage ratios In the Slate, with 675,000 acres 
protected by agricultural preservation contracts (Kings County 2055 General Plan, Resource 
Conservation Element, Scelion B, Page RC-16). This contractual protection derives from a 
Californio statutory scheme known w; ihe California Land Conservation Act of 1%5 (quoted and 
discussed below) with the specific purpose of preserving this finite, irreplaceable land, 

It is disturbing thul the Authority appears to look the other way with respect le the Stale 
of California*s mandate to preserve prime agricultural land, which states; 

"(a) If Is the policy of the State to avoid, whenever practicable, the location of any 
federal, state, or heal public improvements- and any Improvements of public Utilities, and 
Ihe acquisition of land therefore, in agricultural preserves, (b) It Is further the policy of 
(he stale that whene ver it Is necessary to locate such an Improvement within an 
agricultural preserve, the Improvement shall, whenever practicable, ht located Upon land 
other than land under a contract pursuant to title chapter, (a) It u-further the trolley of 
the state that any agency or entity proposing to locale such an improvement shall\ in 
considering ihe relative costs ofparcels of land and the development of improvements, 
$tv* consideration to the value to Ihe public... t of land, and particularly prim* 
agricultural land, within an agricultural preserve. ,lli 
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^ 't he Cnlifbrniu Department Pit Con&jrVMtfon, Division of Lund Resource Protection, 

mmiiLois farmland conversion on a statewide basis and administers the California Lend 
Conservation (Williamson) Act and other land conservation programs, including farmland 
security zone uonlntcte (Oov, Code .section 5l7-?b'5l29?,4) T Farmland security zone contracts 
lire initially 20 year contracts that apply to land that is designated on the Important Farmland 
Scries maps as predominantly one or more of the following;(a) Prime farmland; h) Farmland of 
statewide significance; (e) Unique farm tend; d) Farmland of local importance, The public 
acquisition provisions of fan WlllIfinMon Act (Govt. Code (GC) §51291 (b)) require an agency to 
notify the Director of the Department of Conservation of the possible acquisition of any lund 
located in an agricultural preserve for u public improvement, Such notification must occur when 
n public agency first consider* foe Und for a public improvement, (Emphasis added). 

The WEUinmson Act further requires avoidance of contracted land where possible; 

"/n]<> public agency or person shall locate ct public Improvement within an agricultural 

preserve unless both the following findings. «ne ninth (§51292); 

* 77fe location Is not primarily on a consideration of the lower cost of acquiring land in 
an agricultural preserve; and 

* If the land Is agricultural land covered under a contract pursuant to this chapter for 
any public improvement, (hat there Is n& other land within or outside the preserve un 

V which it is reasonably feasible to locate the public Improvement ." [Emphasis added] 

[Government Code §5I29Q(a)(b).J 

The rail alignment proposed through Kings County impacts at least 64 parcels of land under 10- 
year Williamson Act contracts and 34 parcels ofland under the 20-year farnilnntl security zone 
contract provisions of the Williamson Act. Destroying prime ng land simply because it IS more 
economical, is not acceptable and lulls to comply with both State and Federal mandates. 

The National Agricultural Land Study of 1980-81 found that millions of acres of 
farmland were being converted in Ihe United Slates each year, The 1981 Congressional report, 
Compact Cities: Energy-Saving Strategies fOPtht Eighties, identified the need for Congress ty 
implement program* and policies to protect farmland and combat urban sprnvi and the waste of 
energy and resources Dial accompanies sprawling development. 

ilw Compact Cities report indicated font fflUOh of the sprawl was the resull of programs 
funded by the Federal Government. With fata in mind. Congress passed the Agriculture and 
Food Act of 1961 (Public Law 97-98) containing the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA)— 
Subtitle I of Title XV, Section 1539-1549. The final rules and regulations were published in foe 
Federal Register on June 17, 1994. 

Tito FPPA is intended to minimize Ihe impact Federal programs huve on the unnecessary 
and irreversible conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses. It assures that—to the extent 
{ possible—Federal programs arc administered to be compatible with state, local units of 

government, and private programs nrid policies to protect inrmlurid 
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FPPA protection extends (o prime farmland, unique farmland, And land of Statewide or 
local importance, tmd even farmland no! currently used for cropland. It can be forest land, 
post u ref and, cropland, or Other land, but not water or urban built-up land. The California 
Department of Conservation Important Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program identifies 
(hu$o fin inland emsgories throughout the Stale of California. 

To put this in Kings County perspective, the Authority'* proposed single alternative HSR 
alignment through Kings County would iraver.tc 34 parcels classified as prime farmland, 62 
parcels classified as farmland of statewide importance, 24 parcels classified as unique I arm I and 
mid 20 parcels classified to confined animal, These pared* of land total more than 8,000 acres. 
Yet, as of the drafting of l Ids letter, the Authority snubs both the Williamson Act and the FPPA, 
Wc arc Informed it has not notified the California Department of Conservation Ihal the proposed 
alignment may require the acquisition of Ihe-w important* "protected" lands. 

ProjeoU are subject to FPPA requirements if they may irreversibly convert farmland 
(directly or indirectly) to nonagricultuml use and arc completed by a Federal Agency or with 
assistance Horn a Federal Agency, The HSR project will convert farmland to urban use as the 
Project is to be of permanent design intended to serve the transportation needs of large urban 
population centers. 

All of the Authority’s advanced alignments thal run (hrough Kings County will require 
the development of a “new" transportation corridor. With litis new corridor will come increased 
urban sprawl into now extremely productive and valuable agricultural lands, The only 
alternative that would avoid this is for the HSR to stay on Ihe Highway 99 Alignment so (hat n 
new corridor will not be Created. However, as explained earlier, fhc Authority lias eliminated 
from consideration this reasonable nlltffflitivo, the only alternative that is In compliance with the 
Above stated federal and state laws and Hie will of the pcopie who approved the Safe, Reliable 
High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Act for Ihe 2J U Century. 

The Authority Ignores the Critical Planning Efforts of Kings County 

As Califouiia continues to experience unprecedented population growth, iim Suite 
Legislature hits enacted progressive measures to ensure more efficient and well planned land 
decisions oceur ul the total level, in 2000, flip Corfess-Knos-IIerttsberg Local Government 
Reorganisation Act of2000 (Gov. Code §§56000, el seq.) was established to ensure orderly nnd 
cfficiciU local agency boundaries (hat discourage urban sprawl, preserve opro-spacc and prime 
agricultural lands, end efficiently extend govemmejital services, In 2003, Assembly Bill 170 
passed requiring all cities and counties in Ihe San Joaquin Valley to Include an air quality 
element in their general phm*. In 2006, Assembly Bill 32 was Adopted creating Ihe California 
Global Warming Solutions Act of2006 (Health & Safety Code §§ 38500, ki seq,}, which set foe 
greenhouse gas emissions reduction goal imo taw. Jn 2yu8, Senate Bill 375 was signed requiring 
the development of a ''sustainable community's strategy 11 In each county represented by a 
metropolitan planning organisation to demonstrate how Ihe region will inept greenhouse gas 
reduction targets, integrate land use, housing and transportation planning. 

As a rural, agricultural county with limited resources. Kings County fully embraced the 
California Legislature's progressive fayra mud the San Joaquin Valley Blueprint Ihal sought lo 
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cooitl mate compact and efficient urban growth within I he eight counties that mate Up (lie Sen 
Joaquin Valley. Kmfts County recognizes The need to he ft part of better regional planning so as 
to enhance fouira growth aooommodatlon and investment in regional turns portal ion 
infrastructure. Following from this local buy-in 1o Stale and regional efforts, the J.-OCftl Agency 
Pofmattort Commission of K Inga County updated all City and Community District sphere of 
Influence growth boundaries and removed 11.000 acres from future growth consideration for 
agricultural protection. This action received the California Association of Local Agency 
Formation Commissions 2008 Project of the Year Award. 

In addition, Kings County developed an a ward-winning 2035 Kings County General Flan 
that was adopted on January 2G, 2010. The General Plan concentrates and directs compact urban 
growth into existing cities and special district served communities, white establishing 
progrnstslve pretest ion policies for the preservation Of prime form hind tii id natural resources, 

This General Plan created cutting edge prioritized agricultural land mapping to identify familund 
of highest priority to the County, and created smart growth oriented community plans for each of 
the County's district served unincorporated communities, As a result. Kings County received an 
“Award of Achievement” for Community Plans - Unincorporated Community, and an "Award 
of Merit" for Sustninnble Development Policies from the San Joaquin Valley Policy Council. 

'Hie Council is comprised of elected officials from the eight v&liey counties. It overseen the San 
Joaquin Valley Blueprint Project. 

Despite all of Kings County's efforts to embrace forwurd thinking progressive Innti use 
planning consistent with the State of California's Intent and needs for future generations, the 
California High Speed Rail Authority, stuff, mid consultants have acted to completely sidestep 
and avoid consideration of all of these local plans, policies and efforts. The Authority's 
avoidance of such local planning efforts Is avoidance of the very framework of good local and 
regional planning efforts as mandated by the California Legislature. The Authority staff has 
emphatically staled that their Project need only coordinate with federal agencies Ihnt include 
U,Bl EPA, Army Corps of Enginecre, and Federal Railroad Administration- The Project, u* 
conducted by the Authority, ite staff, and coniultants, continue to prepare detailed rail plans 
behind closed doers with HO meattlngfo] discussion Oi 1 engagement wl(h Kings County or any 
other local communities of Interest (hat will be directly impacted. 

Congress mandated your agency to coordinate with local governments when preparing m 
CIS to avoid thto irawsaty. The Council on Environmental Quality provides guidance for this 
purpose. However, the Authority has refosed to analyse and discuss with us ways to resolve (he 
irreversible destruction of cur Irreplaceable resources. This approach to it federally funded 
project Hies in the face of HEP A and compounds the local •0VHUWnt> f difficulties in protecting 
thu public kail lb, sufoty and Welfare of communities. 

A preliminary alternative along Stale Highway 99 corridor was identified In the 
Programmatic HfR/iilH. It presented a possibly viable alternative for Kings County. However, 
despite Kings County's request to review the analysis which purportedly supported elimination 
of this alternative, thu Authority has chosen not to dkreloro or sliwre tlrei Information, Other rail 
systems in California such as in Sail Francisco and Long Beach, have utilized existing highway 
transportation corridors to leverage existing transportation, right-of-way land resources. The 
diosuu route for lire Fraano-to- Bakersfield segment of the Project has been to avoid existing 
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transportation cwrtdora and focus resources on less costly prime agricultural land. This 
approach conflicts directly with thn priorttit&d, award-winning, agricultural land preservation 
policies designed to prohibit urban encroachment and protect (ho County's highest producing 
agricultural lands. 

Many Project related questions remain unanswered. The mo3t obvious center on flow the 
sped fit ally detailed conflicts with County plans, policies and resources Will be resolved. But 
these are compounded by undisclosed needs und impacts relisted to the extensive electrical 
energy infrastructure that will be needed 10 Operate the Project- The needs, questions and 
impacts grow when you factor 111 ft potential station on the eastern outskirts of the City of 
Hanford. Such Improvement is not anticipated within Hanford's general plan limd use or within 
the urban growth sphere of influence m established by LAPCO of Kings County. The planning 
adjustments, design, service infrastructure, funding, uml Liming of such station are mere 
afterthoughts. One tail only wonder at a proposal to place an admittedly gtfflrth-taduolng station 
In an area planned and defined for highest priority preswvHtkm of county agricultural land. And 
yet, the Authority’s response to these concern* has simply been "await the release of the 
EIR/EIS 11 , Critical billlon-dollor decisions arc being made without the netOSSUry information 
and exchange that can be obtained through meaningful coordination. 

The Lnvv Requires the IlSR Follow Exliftiig Corridors 

A Programmatic EIR was completed in 2005, and Record of Decision (“ROD") 

( supporting the High Speed Ruil alternative WM issued on November 18,2005. It specifically 

made two decisions; 1) to support a high spued system, and 2) to determine conceptual corridors, 
The ROD stales die Program EIR/EIS "Is making Initial and bash decision! on (he proposed 
HST system" (emphasis added), it involves conceptual planning, and “It does not assess Mure 
actions to implement un 1 1ST syjtjom at specific locations" because this will be done at a later 
date tor pttjeot-iovd evaluations. 

The Safe. Reliable, High-Speed Passenger Bond Act For the ?!*' Cthtwy mandates that 
ihc Project be designed and constructed to achieve thy following; 

11 ** + (k) /w order to reduce Impacts on communities and (he tmhvnrnttd, the 
alignment for the high-speed train system shall follow txtoting transportation or utility 
f ortldvrs tv (he extent feasible and shall be financially viable, as determined by the 
authority. 

(h) Stations shall be heated In areas with goad access to heat mass transit or other 
mades of transportation. 

ftI The high-speed train system shall be planned and consfrtKfed In a manner (hut 

minimizes urban sprawl and Impacts on the natural environment. 
ft) Preserving wildlife corridors and mitigating Impacts to wildlife movement, where 
feasible as determined by the authority, In order to If mil (he extent to which the system 
may present an additional barrier to wildlife '■? natural movement J> (See §2704.09; 
Emphasis Added). 

The alternate prepusad through Kings County directly defies the mandate to follow 
existing transportation corridors and to locate stations near population centers and minimise 
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Urbim sprflwi. Although (he Authority indicates ii had meetings with various government 
personnel in both the City of Hanford and at the County level over tlic years, they were more 
dlon# the lines of dropa-ins to various deportment heads with no specific information. The 
prevailing belief in the Kings/Tulare wrest oflhe Vnllcy wus that thn Oily of VisalfA In Tulare 
County was intensely lobbying (o have the alignment follow Highway 99 so that a station could 
be situated at the airport at Ihc edge of the City along Highway 99. In fact, the Visnlia-Tulaic- 
Honford Station Feasibility Study Fimul Rcpod (August 1 , Z007) prepared by (lie California High 
Speed Ksiil Authority identified I lie first potential station location to correspond to Urn Highway 
99 corridor and that seven of the initial alternative alignments could serve a station located 
there, A station located at Highway 198 near Hnnfdrd wus for iecondnry consideration. The 
Authority determined to eliminate Highway 99 alignments as they would be “more complex to 
build, due to the proximity to bolh the UPR.R corridor and Highway 99, a limited access highway 
with frequent interchanges and ovcrciossings.” The Kings County alternative was identified as 
preferable due to there being mostly agricultural land and less interference with udjhCCrtt 
highway ami rail infrayfrueture. To ditto, the Authority has not provided a full analysis of hew 
(his determination was made. Section 5.1,3 indicated that the W99 Alternative [which 
represented an alternative that included a station mar Highway 99 and the City of Visalia airport 
which City of Visalia had intensely lobbied] along the UPRR/SR-99 corridor wus considered u 
- greenfield" iltcniiuivt, passing largely through farmland and passing just west uf cities and 
communities along the Highway 99 Corridor, yet was “eliminated” from farther consideration, 
in addition, Section 4,1 of this report (AgenefasAJroups Contacted) clearly Indicates that Kings 
. County was not a local government entity represented In assessing impact? including those to 

( agriculture specifically, yel the chosen station alternative was to be located within the County's 

jurisdiction, Analysis identified the currently proposed Station site (identified as "198 West") as 
falling within the jurisdiction of the City of Hanford where the City has planned highway 
development and would require that developers prepare a detailed plan for City approval. Thfa, 
however, has never been a formal position by the City of Hanford. 

11ih Authority insist* on pursuing an iiltgmticni that digresstt from existing trifitpotlftticm 
corridors and population centers to destroy prime agricultural land, threaten the lifelong 
investment of fanners, and tin eaten national security by affecting the food stipply produced in 
Kings County when they have n perfectly viable accepted and longed for nllcmalive along 
Highway 99 (and related community centers) which they have avoided simply because It Is (ou 
difficult, or conversely because If Is easier to go through ug land. 

The Author ily hns rrc-Detei'mined the Out com t 

'I’hc Authority has violated NEPA and CEQ by unlawfully prc-selectlng a “single 11 
alternative through Kings County before even completing Ihc environmental review. Any 
environmental document tile Authority I'uk'Lisu.t will Hot be credible simply hcCmisi: 1; is going 
through the motion with a pre-determ ined outcome. It has done so by indicating that H must 
build the Merced to Bakwtflold (the middle) Mfimemt first so thnt it can Nit the train 10 ensure it 
is high speed. Tills approach has been described as a possible train to nowhere. If the test falls 
to produce or money runs out, it will be just that. This middle-fust approach also pre-detcrniines 
( the north and south routes, which must connect to the middle, All of this, without even 

completing iho environmental review of ail possible a] tun natives for ihc middle segment. 
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What this tells the people of Kings County and the Central Valley Is that they do not 
matter and are expendable in the interests of a multi-billion dollar project. Simply stated, the 
agricultural community of Kings County whs thought to ba the path of least resistance. They arc 
on avenue to billions Of dollars of ARK A money that must be spent pr lust, This approach 
exposes the Authority to considerable litigation. It fa not lotting the multi-million dollar study 
determine Hie most feasible project willi the Jenst environmental harm. It fa lolling Iho tall wag 
the dog, 

This conclusion is supported by a recent statement in rhe report of (ho California 
Legislative Analyst: "The California High-Speed Rail Authority (HSRA) recently approved 
pfaifa to begin eons (vi ret fan hi fall 2012 uii u portion of the system coating roughly $5,5 billion 
through ihc Central Valley that spans horn north of Fresno to north of Bakersfield." How dan it 
begirt construction If it has not even completed or issued EIR/EIS which fa expected to he 
released some time in late July or cmly August? 

Guidelines implementing NEPA prohibit the pre-commitmcnt of resources lo u project 
because it pre-del ermines outcomes and defies foe faw requiring a full study of thu 
environmental impacts of a proposed project. In 40 CPU 1500, Scot inn 1502.2, it reads: 

* 0 Agencies shall not OoitmrU itirutrees prejudicing selection c)f alternatives before 
making a final decision 

( ■ (if) £n vironmentnf Impact statements shall serve as the means of assessing the 

environmental Impact of proposed agency actions^ rather than justifying decisions 
already made. 

The County's Community Development Agency Director was contacted on June 15, 

2011, by Baker Commodities' consultant, Gary Gutting, to begin discussion On how the County 
will work with thorn to relocate Baker Commodities* facility to accommodate the proposed HSR 
alignment through Kings County. Baker Commodities is one of throe rendering facilities in (he 
Central Valley that receive and process cow carcasses generated us pail of the extensive (fairy, 
cattle imd meat packing industry in the Central Valley of California. 

Apparently, HSRifefffa assuming the facility win be destroyed by the rail line and have 
undertaken a plan to re-locate the facility. Mr. Cussing stated that HSR indicated that (hoy will 
likely start construction on the current Baker silo in 2014, hnd that Baker would have uboUt » 
year or two to work with the County to get their new futility permitted and operational before 
tlidr ex! si Eng facility is demolished. He staled that HSR was willing to pay the County for 
expediting the process in order to avoid downtime, This information is only one example of the 
Authority fa willingness to dofy Ihq Jnw to accomplish their preset objectives with a single rail 
alignment in Kings County. 

Tire A'Hiiorilyfa Ability to Deliver Itidci siilp and Economic feasibility fa In Question 

( The Authority fa not deserving of the Project entrusted to them and has squandered the 

lrope.4 and resources of the People. This is not oven a recent theme, This is n repenting theme us 
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will be shown through Ihe testimony of Joseph Vtanieh and Hie recent California Legislative 
Analyst Office report discussed below, 

On October 25, 2008, former High Speed Rad Association CEO, Joseph Vrantah, 
provided ] 2 minutes of candid Jaw dropping testimony to the State Senate 
TlanspOrfufion anil Housing CommtltM regarding the Authority's work an the High 
Spam! Rail PrtftQl**. hfe wax naked fa appear because of his AO-year work with and 
adwcacy of high speed rail. He is the author of 'Super Trains, " He, "for the first time " 
in his life could not endorse high speed rail, because he found the Authority's work 
"regrettably, to he the poorest S have ever seen ." He indicated the Authority *s plan was 
untenable, stating: "the train will he slower than they say It will; will carry fewer people 
than they claim if will; and wilt cost much more than they admit ft will , 11 He txchlmed 
that the rtdershtp projections ore “so for from reality that I have tp call it what it is - 
science fiction. " He said the Authority's loadfactor figures exceed some of the best 
systems in the world\ ''This, simply put, cannot be believed," He said that in order tv 
achieve (he predicted (ravel times between hey destinations, the system would hove (0 
operate or on overage Speed of 19$ MPH. This, he said. Is "a feat that hos yet to be 
accomplished anywhere in the world , J ‘ He Indicated "lidirship projections rely on super 
bargain fares -far lower than fares are in 2007 on high speed raft systems, " Far 
perspective, he added; “The A uthor ity wonts us to believe thpi the per mile charge in 
20JO will be 1/T H what Amtrak charges today f2008J between New York and 
Washington. This also cannot be believed " He indicated the easts and profitability 
figures arc ‘'not credible ", and the design information provided is "like looking at a 
bowl ofspaghetti it *s so jumbled" - this front on expert In the field, He continued “what 
appears In thousands of pages of documents falls to address the mandates In AB303A ." 
He reiterated that high speed rail holds great promise, but based on the foci that "the 
work pf the Authority Is so deficient" and the Authority has failed to team from (he 
failures of Texas, Florldti and Los Angeles iu Ran JJiega "as if they never read a single 
page of history" he reluctantly concluded "It forces me to say it is time to dissolve the 
California High Speed Rail Authority. Give ft no more funding than is required for 
terminating contracts and transferring data md duties fa a mare mpvmibk agency and 
conducting an orderly skill down ." 

It hun not improved since Mr. VranicU lesiitied. On May 15), 301 I, Hie California 
Lcglslfitivc Analyst Office Issued a highly critical report regarding the Authority and its conduct 
of the Project and offered; recommendations for its success, 11 The report, in greal part* concludes 
exuctly whiit Mr, Vronieh did in 200S. The Executive Summmy of the Report indicates: 

"A Number of Problems Throaton Successful Development of High-Speed 
Kail. In this report, iae describe a number of problems that pose threats to the 
high-speed rail project 's successful development as envisioned by Proposition 
l A , For example, the availability of the additional funding assumed in a 2009 
business plan at necessary (a complete Oh project it highly uncertain and federal 
deadlines and conditions attached to the funding already provided to the stare 


IT h|||^^ww.y<i^^a.i^rrtMi!t;lifV-aaeROSOq|3KY 

11 hiip:/Aww.lu).aA.fla^wputi/20t 1 rtf 011 .npx tor lull F*parl 


JtjinjpLi C. Slsnlju. AiIiaIaUimat 
n ! L-[lr:iiil Ituiljoad AdmfniiiraiJon 
A»iglHl2, 2011 
hMt* I?ef2i 

1 would limit the state's options for the successful development of the system. In 

addition, the existing governance structure for the project is inadequate for (he 
Imminent development and construction stages and the Legislature lacks the good 
information it needs ta make CrUiced mtdti-biilion dollar decisions about the 
project that if will soon face. ” 

Presidential Executive Order 13423 (1/24/2007) slates: “It is lire policy oflhe United 
Stales I hat Federal agenui^ conduct their environmental,, transportation, nttd energy- fluted 
activities under the law in support of their respective missions in mi environmentally, 
economically and fiscally sound, integrated, cuntliiucmsly improving, efficient, and sustainable 
manner/' Activities should "improve energy ufflelency and reduce greenhouse gas emissions of 
the agency,,,* 

Me, Administrator, the Authority Ims violated numerous Federal and State laws, as well 
us Presidential Executive Orders in their preparation of the environmental study, Now it is even 
questionable if they can carry out llrts Project in an economically feasible, aolf-su staining 
manner, Will "Ihc largest infrASintOlurc project in the nation" end up becoming the greatest 
misuse of Our natural and economic resources? All of this could be avoided if the Authority is 
required by you to do the environmental compliance required by law. 

Conclusion 

The Department of Transportation, Federal Railroad Administration's High-Speed 
Intercity Passenger Rail Program (“HSIFR") guide Hues reiterate that tf NEPA mandates Hint till 
reasonable alternatives be considered" during the cnvirojimcntal review process (md that the 
FRA, as the federal sponsoring agency, "has primary rc&]xro*ibiHty for assuring NEPA 
compliance while accomplishing I be purposes, priori Has, anti requirements of the HS1PR 
Program.' 4 The Courtly of Kings Implores tbo FRA to ensure that the Authority abides by 
federal law and takas ow wocwtil Mriously to avoid litigation, 

Tire federal Intergovernmental Cooperation Act, relating to development assistance, 
requires coord i nut ion und indicates that regulations shall provide for the consideration of 
eoueuri'Orftly achieving the following specific objectives: “...(c) lu the extent possible, all 
national, region id, Rlntc, and local viewpoints shall be considered in planning development 
programs anti projects of (he United Stales Government or assisted by the Government.,. (d) To 
the maximum extent possible and consistent with national objectives, nasi stance for development 
purposes shall be consistent with and ftirlhcr the objectives of State, regional, and local 
comprehensive planning .,,. 1,M 

Presidential Executive Older 13352 was issued to "...ensure Ihnl the PepanffienlS ef 
Interior! Agriculture, Commence, and Deface and the Environmental Protection Agency 
implement laws relating to the environment and natural resources in a manner lhat promotes 
cooperative conservation, with an ctnphnsis on Appropriate inclusion of local participation In 


p * Docket No.FRA-SWS-00^ 

,fl s: use, 3l* V, Ch 09, Sltusn MGS 


/^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

* i , Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Kail Authority '^pr Administration 







California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1051 (Bill Hough, August 16, 2011) - Continued 


Jowpll t SMbfr, AdmiitfllMilUp 

frdtrnl Rn Hi urn! AMfriWl'flirofl 

AiplftWII 

I'Hgo 


/ojTpj? Cr Atlin»iii*[rai*r 
F^lcinl Rrltiumi AjlniiilllWbn 
Ailgljll 2, Mil 
Pub* ap *rn 


Federal dccislan-making, in accordance wiih fheir respective agency missions, policies, nrtd 
regulations," 

As outlined herein, the Authority is i&twW&fl (ho local planning guidelines, ignoring foe 
health, safety find welfare concerns raised with specificity, nod proposiny t« annihilate prime 
agricultural I in it! In contradiction of the slide wide mandate that, to the extent possible, Ihc 
alignment will be along an existing IrtiTWportollon corridor. 

As foe <laly elected Board of Supervisors of Kings County, WO Insist you withhold 
approving Ihc release of the Draft ElR/liiS until it is brought into compliance with the laws and 
regulations ns stated in I his notice, Further* to avoid litigation and lengthy delays, we demand 
you iind your agent, the High Speed Rail Authority: 

1) Comply with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 ("NEPA"), California^ 
Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA") and other Jaws, and AREA funding, conditions In 
carrying out the Project! 

2) Develop Highway 99 through western Visalia as a “reasonable alternative" to resolve the 
conflicts with our county; 

3) El, Hill your duty under federal law to coordinate (he HSR Project with Kings County 


Hr nay Sutloy, Cfmlr 

L'ouiicll on rtnvlronni4iM Quii% 

l2M rci!n?jflvBiilnA^,,NW 
WaihJiifiicii, DC 20'lW 


U S. UnvIrciimviUnI I'rOteetfOO Afcsipsy 
KcrIcii IX 

Cojtnoll JJurnlna, Tmivpiiptallvpi Ttniii 
Bnvtioiraienliil Kovk* Ofl(« 

Conimuiildui mid lkwyfl(«H Dlvliipjii 
75 llawllicnut ttiiacl 
Stoi PronDlrco, CA 94IM 

U.i rtmiy Corp offiiPBi'k** 

Snci amenta DJ Uriel 
llcjliiljmiry Division 
Mlchiuf S. Jewell, Clrkf 
1321J Strait 
Kuramcnto, CA 95SN 

Diwe While, Chief 

Unireil SiuiasJJopl. oCAB'kipIlura 

Division of HliIliNiI KMOiimjrCopmifirnIkn Scrvta 

HDD hkdejpoisOcuco Avc., SW. Hoorn 4I0S-A 

VVMhlhgion, DC 20230 


For these and other puiposes, we request e meeting with you Mr. Sisabo on August 30, 
2011, at 2:00 p r m, (PS'D, in the County Board of Supervisors’ Chambers, MOO W, I,ueey 
Boulevard, Building No. 1, Hanford, California, 93230, to apprise you directly of our concenu 
that inusl he considered in your Draft EIR/EIS- Tf this date does not work with your schedule or 
your designees, please call Deb We^t, Assistant County Administrative Officer, by 4:00 p,m, 
(PST) On August 12, 2011, to work out an alternative mutually agreeable time. 

We look forward to your prompt response os to tire planning and lawftil implementation 
of this Project, 


Sincerely, 


This I luUutubfc Mlufuiui J, Kublc 
UUlfomJn Stale Kcntlc, I Dll: BfUrlcf 
101 W. Irwin Si.. SiHm 2 U 7 
ltfhiMd, CA ?32ie 

Tip* Hfttttnbk Onrid 0- VolfldBD 
GftlHMl AtfWMj'. Jtf" Dlitfkl 
|489 W, i.AHy lllvil., Suite IDS 
HAftM, CA WWA 

SrlM n, Leahy, Awfilanl Director 

Hr . 1 n I i ifi,] i r ■ i i l ljc|iar line lit Of Conservation, 

rilvWun erUrKJ RtiJiircc Proiecilon 
W i k Swd, S«r*aictitflv CA ojsh 


( 


TIippf^iJ, UinImi*., Chilli piJiLtn, 

Cnilfpmlh Hfih SpwJ Ml Amhniiy 
??0 H L H Slrtul, Ssiiit BOD 
Snomirchlip, CA 9 JSI 4 


County of Kings 
Hoard of Supurvisora 


Hy; Rftphul d PagUlldW* 
Vice-Chairman 


Til® Kviw'Hiik Jiih Celia 
ti.S. CnJiiHicpniinir, 2(r DlJHlCI Of CnllfOMjII 
8 W "AT SUWl, Sylit™ 
l-’irtiHj.CA 93721 


Kumjh Ru^r, Swmty 
CiPlifppipiH DipfoWttflt of Ajjrlculhife 
IS3S h W' SlTSft 
Sprcrnmtnlo, CA SSIM 

llif Honorable [J«pi Pilft 
Mayor, Oily ol' I lnnfttftt 
3I9H, Doiily 
riMpfouf. CA M1J0 

'Hm 1 loiiuuibk Wllldn) Huilmniel 
Mnyor, City oflumoete 
II9Fon 

LsnlWra, CA (®M5 

Tip® Minionibk 1 Airy 1 Imuhaw 
MnySr, Cily ufCpw?u(a«i 
8>?\Vhl|leyAw?nye 
Cwsoinn, CA 9.15U2 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1051 (Bill Hough, August 16, 2011) 


1051-1 

The Draft EIR/EIS addressed the environmental concerns raised in the Kings County 
Board of Supervisors letter dated August 2, 2011. The Draft EIR/EIS describes project 
impacts on residents and the natural environment in the San Joaquin Valley and 
identifies measures to mitigate those impacts to the extent possible. 

1051-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24. 

Since the CAHSR Peer Review Group’s (PRG) November 2010 report, the Authority 
completed a revised Business Plan (April 2012) that worked to address the PRG’s 
concerns. In its turn, the PRG issued a new report on the Revised 2012 Business Plan 
on May 18, stating in the conclusion: 

"The Revised 2012 Business Plan represents a substantial improvement in the 
implementation strategy for high speed rail in California. The Peer Review Group finds 
that the Revised Business Plan, while still involving some significant risks, is 
considerably more reasonable and realistic than earlier proposals. Our previously 
identified concerns regarding the independent utility of the initial proposed investment 
have been substantially addressed by the Authority’s early focus on the IOS, to include 
completion of a connection between Bakersfield and the San Fernando Valley, as well 
as the proposed initial service concept for Northern California. This emphasis on 
connectivity reduces the concerns about a stranded initial investment and responds to 
our questions about the system benefits of the Madera to Bakersfield segment. Any 
investment in the Bookends will also not be lost, and the public will benefit from these 
improvements regardless of the future of the high speed rail program. While we remain 
apprehensive regarding the availability of long-term financing, the potential application of 
AB 32 funding through a cap-and-trade program offers some possible relief for capital 
funding if other state or federal money is not forthcoming." 

1051-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24. 

Comments from the Kings County Board of Supervisors have been taken into account in 
preparing the Draft EIR/EIS and Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. In addition, written 


1051-3 

responses to written comments from the Kings County Board of Supervisors are 
provided in Volumes IV and V of the Final EIR/EIS. 

Since the California High-Speed Rail Peer Review Group’s (PRG's) November 2010 
report, the Authority completed a Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) and 
worked to address the PRG’s concerns. In its turn, the PRG issued a new report on the 
revised business plan on May 18, 2012, stating in the conclusion: 

The Revised 2012 Business Plan represents a substantial improvement in the 
implementation strategy for high speed rail in California. The Peer Review Group finds 
that the Revised Business Plan, while still involving some significant risks, is 
considerably more reasonable and realistic than earlier proposals. Our previously 
identified concerns regarding the independent utility of the initial proposed investment 
have been substantially addressed by the Authority’s early focus on the IOS [Initial 
Operating System], to include completion of a connection between Bakersfield and the 
San Fernando Valley, as well as the proposed initial service concept for Northern 
California. This emphasis on connectivity reduces the concerns about a stranded initial 
investment and responds to our questions about the system benefits of the Madera to 
Bakersfield segment. Any investment in the Bookends will also not be lost, and the 
public will benefit from these improvements regardless of the future of the high speed 
rail program. While we remain apprehensive regarding the availability of long-term 
financing, the potential application of AB 32 funding through a cap-and-trade program 
offers some possible relief for capital funding if other state or federal money is not 
forthcoming. 

The California Legislative Analyst's Office stated on April 17, 2012, that the Authority 
had not provided sufficient detail and justification to the legislature regarding its plan to 
build a high-speed train system. Specifically, funding for the project remains highly 
speculative and important details have not been sorted out. The legislative analyst's 
office recommended that the legislature not approve the governor's various budget 
proposals to provide additional funding for the project. However, the legislative analyst's 
office recommended that some minimal funding be provided to continue planning efforts 
that are currently underway. Alternatively, the legislative analyst's office recognized that 
the legislature may choose to go forward with the project at this time. If so, the 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1051 (Bill Hough, August 16, 2011) - Continued 


1051-3 

office recommended the legislature take a series of steps to increase the chance of the 
project being successfully completed. The legislature has chosen to proceed with the 
project, and the Authority has authorized the sale of $6.8 billion in bonds to fund the 
initial construction segment. 

Subsequent to the state auditor’s report, the Authority has been actively addressing the 
issues raised in the report. As described in its January 24, 2013, letter to the state 
auditor, the Authority has fully implemented the vast majority of the auditor’s 
recommendations and is continuing to work to implement the remaining 
recommendations. 

Funding for the HST system is an important public issue to be considered by the state 
legislature; however, it is not an environmental issue to be addressed in an EIR/EIS. 
The EIR/EIS provides an assessment of the environmental effects of the project. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1052 (Cheri Hudson, October 13, 2011) 


OotoLer 7, SOU 



Comments on California High-Speed Train: 
Fresno To Bakersfield Section 
Draft Environmental Impact Report/ 
Environmental Impact Statement 


California High Speed, Bail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite S00 
Sacramento, CA 95614 


Following are comments on the California High-Speed Train: Fresno To Bakersfield 
Section Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (“EIR") 
prepared by the California High Speed Rail Authority and the Federal Railroad 
Administration the numbered references below correspond with the section numbers of 
the EIR): 

Energy - Section 3,S 


Re: Comments on High Speed Train Fresno to 
Bakersfield Segment Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report 


The report indicates; "Where existing underground utilities such as gas, petroleum, and 
water pipelines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be placed in a protective 
casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST right-of- 
way. 


Ladles and Gentlemen: 


I recently attended the open session you held in 
Wasco. I observed your posters and maps. I spoke 
with your representatives. 

Attached are my comments on the High Speed Train 
Fresno to Bakersfield Segment Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report. 

Thanks you for your attention to these comments. 


Sincerely, 


C4l Ufa J 


Cheri Hudson 

£408 Summer Hill Court 

WASCO, CA 93380 


1052-2 


1052-3 


Comment in many of the permanent plantings, there is a complex set of mainlines, 
submains and manifolds buried underground to deliver water to the crop, Is it realistic 
to think that all of these pipes would be placed in protective casing? 

Page 3.6 - 52 - Public Utilities and Energy - Stated in the report: "The Wasco-Shatter 
Bypass Alternative would avoid conflicts with the City of Wasco water system but would 
conflict with one more irrigation pipeline {owned by the Shatter-Wasco Irrigation District) 
than would the BNSF Alternative, The Authority would work with the Shafler-Wasco 
Irrigation District, as well as any other irrigation districts affected by the project, to 
protect irrigation systems. Canals may be bridged or placed in pipelines beneath the 
HST rightHOf-way. Irrigation pipelines crossing the alignment would be buried to an 
appropriate depth to sustain the weight of the HST and pieced in protective casing 
so they could be accessed from outside of the HST. Therefore, the Wasco-Shafter 
Bypass Alternative would not result in prolonged disruption of services because of the 
need for relocation of or improvements to irrigation systems. This impact would be less 
than significant. Comment: If the report is talking about irrigation systems on specific 
farms there would be a significant number of irrigation lines in casings - there are 
mainlines, submainlines, manifolds — all crossing under the rail. This would be a 
maintenance nightmare. So, is this suggesting that they all these lines would be 
encased? If not. the farmer would need to be compensated to redesign their irrigation 
system so there would not be a complex system under the rail line. 

Pane 3.6-65 - The report states: "Summer 2010 electricity reserves were estimated to 
be between 27.708 MW for I nn-2 summer temperatures and 18.472 MW for 1 -in-10 
summer temperatures {Pryor et al. 2010). The projected peak demand of the HST is not 
anticipated to exceed these exisling reserve amounts. Although il is not possible to 
predict supplies for 2035, provided the planning period available and the known demand 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1052 (Cheri Hudson, October 13, 2011) - Continued 


from the project, energy providers have sufficient information to include the HST in their 
demand forecasts. The project’s impact on peak electricity demand would be less than 
significant. 

Comment: Farmers and homeowners are encouraged and incentivized to reduce 
energy use during peak, and in some cases are asked to not use power during the peak 
limes - this indicates a shortage exists. The EIR Draft does not reaily go in to the 
overall state energy shortages that currently exist and how those will be dealt with when 
the system is further (axed in terms of energy usage, Our family currently participates in 
PG&E’s SMART DAY program to conserve energy on especially hot days. 


1052-4 


Agricultural Lands - Section 3,14: 


Pa ge 3-14-9 - "According to CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, the project would result in a 
significant impact on agricultural lands rf it would result in the following: 

- Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the FMMP of the California Resources 
Agency., to a nonagricuElural use. 

* Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract. 

* Involve other changes in the existing environment that would result in conversion of 
farmland to non-agricultural use because of their location or nature" 

Comment: Having irie rail go through the property is a charge in the existing 
environment and placement of the right of way would result in conversion of an 
additional 40 feet an either side for turnarounds - therefore, additional prime farmland 
would t>e lost because it was taken out of production due to the rail. This needs to be 
accounted for in the cumulative impact of loss of farmland, 


^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Kail Authority 'W Administration 









California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1052 (Cheri Hudson, October 13, 2011) 


1052-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03, FB-Response-HWR-01, FB- 
Response-AG-04. 

1052-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-03, FB-Response-FIWR-01, FB- 
Response-AG-04. 

1052-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-02. 

1052-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04. 
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Submission 1053 (Stacey Hungerford, September 21, 2011) 


From: Stacey Hungerford [msllto:*hungerfwi®bak 1 i'r.com] 
Sants Wednesday, September 21, 2QU 7:55 PM 
Toi Sue Stone 

Subject: Fwd: High Speed Railway 


Stacey 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: Anil Mehta <anilmehtamdffivahoo 
Pate; September 21»2011 2:22:00 I’M POT 
To: undisclosed recipients;; 

Subject: Fw: Ili^h Speed Kmlwny 

Reply-Tot Anil Mehta <ani]rqehtamd @ yu hoo,a>m -' 

Ocur Fellow Meditators, 

We need your help. See the following letter whieh was sent to our elected officials. If you cun 
contact any members of the tdiy council, Board of Supervisors, or Stata and Federal elected 
officials, plcii.su do .so. That will help us a lot, 

Anil Mehta 


Subject; High Spend Railway 

I «m a practicing physician in Bakersfield and President of Ohinmaya Mission Bakersfield, 
which consists of 300 families as our members, Our building on 1 723 Country Brow PI is in 
the path of the ! ligh Speed Railway. As per the notice, our church building will be demolished 
for this project. 

We, the citizens of Bakersfield, arc strongly opposed to this project. It seems they do not have 
enough money to finish the segment that they arc planning right now in the valley, With the 
present fiscal climate, we don’t feel that tire .State or the Federal government will be in a position 
to give more money, This will end tip as a "train to nowhere" just like Senator Stevens “bridge 
to nowhere" in Alaska, The train will severely impact (he citizens of Bakersfield without any 
long terra benefit. It will add to the debt of the State of California. 

We would hence request you to use your influence to block this project. 


Thank you. 
Sincerely, 

Anil Mehta, M.D, 


2 
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Response to Submission 1053 (Stacey Hungerford, September 21, 2011) 


1053-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

The Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) discusses a blended approach to 
phasing that would build the Statewide HST System as envisioned for California over 
time. Consistent with its statutory mission, the Authority has been planning for the long¬ 
term implementation of the entire 800+ miles of the Statewide HST System. In response 
to feedback on the Draft 2012 Business Plan, the Authority will prioritize early 
investments between San Francisco and Los Angeles and Anaheim. The Revised 2012 
Business Plan describes in more detail how Phase 1 of the HST System will be 
implemented. Phase 1 will start in the Central Valley (the Merced to Fresno Section and 
the Fresno to Bakersfield Section), build incrementally toward the Los Angeles Basin 
(the Bakersfield to Palmdale Section, the Palmdale to Los Angeles Section, and the Los 
Angeles to Anaheim Section), and then connect to the San Francisco Bay Area (the San 
Jose to Merced Section and the San Francisco to San Jose Section). This more detailed 
discussion of the implementation of Phase 1 recognizes current budgetary and funding 
realities, which will result in both Phase 1 and Phase 2 (Phase 2 includes Los Angeles 
to San Diego and Merced to Sacramento as well as the Altamont Corridor being 
pursued in collaboration with regional agencies) being constructed over a longer period 
than originally anticipated. The details of the schedule for the phased implementation or 
blended approach for each project section are documented in the project-level EIR/EIS 
documents. 
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Submission 1054 (Debbie Hunsaker, October 13, 2011) 


1 Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #756 DETAIL 1 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/13/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

Business 

Submission Date : 

10/13/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Debbie 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

Hunsaker 

City : 

Fresno 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93721 

Telephone : 

559-447-1779 

Email : 

dhunsaker@gmail.com 

Email Subscription : 

Cell Phone : 

Fresno - Bakersfield, Merced - Fresno 

Add to Mailing List: 

Yes 

Stakeholder 

As a land owner whose property is located in the section that will be 

Comments/Issues : 

completely taken, 1 am concerned about how the loss of rents will be 
computed. 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1054 (Debbie Hunsaker, October 13, 2011) 


1054-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1055 (MichelleJackson, October 8, 2011) 


1 Fresno - Bakersfield (Mav 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #477 DETAIL I 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/8/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

10/8/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Michelle 

Last Name : 

Jackson 

Professional Title : 


Business/Organization : 


Address : 


Apt./Suite No. : 


City : 


State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93312 

Telephone : 


Email : 

mjacksonl 1 @bak.rr.com 

Email Subscription : 

Bakersfield - Palmdale, Fresno - Bakersfield 

Cell Phone : 


Add to Mailing List: 

Yes 

Stakeholder 

1 demand an extra 60 days to review the high speed rail route. We have 

Comments/Issues : 

not been given enough time to weigh the full impact on our community. 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 

Affiliation Type : 

Individual 

Official Comment Period : 

Yes 
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Response to Submission 1055 (Michelle J ackson, October 8, 2011) 


1055-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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Submission 1056 (MarkJ ohnson, October 12, 2011) 




W. 


CALIFORNIA Comment Card 

High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Seccion de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Velocidad Proyedo de Informe de Impodo Ambiental/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedaracibn de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Publii Hearings Audientia s Publkas 
September 2011 Septiembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord at the Por favor entrcgue su tarjeta completoda al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o envielo por correo a la siguicnfe direction: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DSIHIIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite BOO, Sacramento, (A 95814 


The comment period is from August 15 to September 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. 


El periodo de comentorio es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentorios tienen que ser 
recibidos electrOnicamente, o motosellados, el o antes 
del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


1056-1 


Nome/Nombre: Wfi&K */cM'V£G<V _ 

Organization/Organizaeion: _ 

Address/Domicilio. 9^ / 7 _ 

Phone Number/Numero de Telbfono: , .“S ~—L §[,%_/- 

City, State, Zip Code/Ciudod, Estado, Codigo Postal: ^ C/f ft? <2*3 £3 _ 

E-mail Address/Correo Eledrbnico:_ 

(Use additional pages if necdcd/Usor poginos adicionaSes s< es necesario} 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1056 (MarkJ ohnson, October 12, 2011) 


1056-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-S&S-02. 

1. As discussed in Section 3.11, a basic design feature of the HST system is to contain 
train sets within the operational corridor. Strategies to ensure containment include 
design, operational, and maintenance plan elements that would ensure high-quality 
tracks and vehicle maintenance to reduce the risk of derailment. Also, physical 
elements, such as containment parapets, check rails, guardrails, and derailment 
walls, will be used in specific areas with a high risk of, or a high impact from, 
derailment. These areas include elevated guideways and approaches to conventional 
rail and roadway crossings. The equipment specifications for the HSTs call for 
undercarriage clamps and traction motor casing designs that will enable the trains to 
“hug” the rails in the event of a derailment and to keep the trains in alignment with the 
track structure. These features, plus the tight-coupled, articulated nature of the train 
sets will allow the trains to behave during a derailment in a manner that promotes the 
safest possible outcome. The operating system for the train will be fully automated 
with state-of-the-art communication, access control, and monitoring and detection 
systems to help prevent derailments. The proposed automatic train control system will 
prevent train-to-train collisions in the HST system. The proposed seismic detection 
system will allow the HST system to react to detected seismic events in a manner that 
will provide options for significantly reducing the risk of derailment and/or injuries and 
damage in the event of a major earthquake. As a standard maintenance procedure, 
the track at any point will be inspected several times a week using measurement and 
recording equipment aboard special measuring trains that will run between midnight 
and 5 a.m. and usually pass over any given section of track once in the night. 
Irregularities in the rail will be fixed immediately. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1057 (MarkJ ohnson, October 12, 2011) 
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High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Secdon de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloddad Proyedo de Infomne de Impacto Ambienlal/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Declarocion de Impacto Ambienlal (EIR/EIS) 

Publii Hearings Audicniias PublUas 
September 20 JI Scptiembrc del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord at the Por favor entregue su tarjeta eompletoda al final do la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o errvfela por correo a la siguienle direcabn; 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR CIS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Sarramento, CA 9S814 


1057-1 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentorio es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011, Comments must be received electnonicolly, or de Septiembre del 2011. tos comentarios tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. recibidos electronicamente, o matasellados, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1057 (MarkJ ohnson, October 12, 2011) 


1057-1 1057-1 

The potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas project. Mitigation Measure VQ-MM#6 requires the provision of a range of options to 

are identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised reduce the visual impact of the sound barriers. 

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and shown in Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of 
potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. Refer to Section 3.4.7 
for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would reduce noise 
impacts below a “severe” level. The Proposed California Fligh-Speed Train Project Noise 
and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-A of 
the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS) were used to determine whether mitigation 
would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The Guidelines require 
consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise impacts (impacts 
where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by the HST project’s 
noise). 

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e., 
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case- 
by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential 
use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the 
home itself that will reduce the levels by at least 5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), such as 
adding acoustically treated windows, extra insulation, and mechanical ventilation as 
detailed in Section 3.4.7, Project. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise 
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness 
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more 
than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in 
height, and cost below $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least a 
5-dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefited receiver. Mitigation 
Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce noise to 
acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a 
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final 
design, and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 
provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the 
height and design of sound barriers, using jointly developed performance criteria, when 
the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the 
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Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section la Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veioddad Proyecto de Informe de Impado Ambienlal/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Declarodon de Impocto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

PublU Hearings Audiendas Publkas 
September 20 JI Scptiembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord ot the Por favor entregue su tarjeta completado al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o enviela por correo a la siguiente direccion: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIREIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite 800, Sarramento, CA 95814 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentario es del 15 de Agosio al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Scptiembre del 2011. Los comen tori os tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. necibidos electronkamenfe, o matasellodos, el o ontes 

del 28 de Scptiembre del 2011. 
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Organizotion/Organizacibn:_ 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1058 (MarkJ ohnson, October 12, 2011) 


1058-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-02. 

For information about the potential long-term impacts on property values, see Section 
5.4.4.3 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authority and FRA 
2012g). 
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Submission 1059 (Gary B. Johnson, October 12, 2011) 
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Comment Card 


Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloddad Proyedo de Informe de Impacto Ambienta!/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedaracion de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Public Hearings Audicmias Publicas 
September 2011 Septiembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment card at the Por fovor entrogue su tarjeta complctada al finol de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o envtela por correo a la siguierre director 

Fresno to Bakersfield DSIR/I15 Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814 


Tne comment period is from August 15 to September E! penodo de comentario es del 15 de Aaosto a! 28 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1059 (Gary B. J ohnson, October 12, 2011) 


1059-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1060 (Mary C. J ohnson, October 12, 2011) 
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Public Hearings 
September 2011 

Please submit your completed comment card at the 
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La Section do Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 
Veiocidad Proyedo de Informe de Impodo Ambiental/ 
Dedaracion de Impodo Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Audiencias Pub/icos 
Scptiembre del 2011 

Ror favor entregue su tarjeta compleloda al final de la 
neunidn, o envfela por correo a la siguiento direccion: 


Fresno to Bakersfield DSWSIS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814 

The comment penoa is from August 15 to September Ei penodo de comentano es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. bs comentarios tienen que se 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. recibidos electrdnicamente, o matasellodos, cl o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1060 (Mary C. J ohnson, October 12, 2011) 


1060-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1061 (Tamera J ohnson, October 12, 2011) 
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High-Speed Rail Authority 
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Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) 
Public Hearings 
September 20 J1 

Please submit your completed comment card at the 
end of the meeting, or mail to: 


La Seuioft de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 
Velocidad Proyecfo de Informe de Impocto Ambienta!/ 
Deck)radon de Impado Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Audkncias PublUas 
Septiembre del 2011 

Pbr favor entreguo su tarjeta completada al final de la 
reunibn, o enviela por correo o lo siguiente direccion: 


Fresno to Bakersfield DEIREIS Comment, 770 L Street, Suite 800, Sacramento, CA 95814 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentario es del 15 dc Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentarios tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. recibidos electron icamente, o matosellados, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1061 (Tamera Johnson, October 12, 2011) 


1061-1 

Potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas are 
identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and shown in Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of 
potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. Refer to Section 3.4.7 
for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would reduce noise 
impacts below a “severe” level. The Proposed California Pligh-Speed Train Project Noise 
and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-A of 
the Revised DEIR/Suppplemental DEIS) were used to determine whether mitigation 
would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The Guidelines require 
consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise impacts (impacts 
where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by the HST project’s 
noise). 

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e., 
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case- 
by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential 
use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the 
home itself that will reduce the levels by at least 5 dBA, such as adding acoustically 
treated windows, extra insulation, and mechanical ventilation as detailed in Section 
3.4.7, Project. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise 
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness 
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more 
than 10 sensitive receptors, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in 
height, and cost below $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least 
5-dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefited receiver. 

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce 
noise to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a 
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final 
design, and before operations begin. In addition, Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 
provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the 
height and design of sound barriers, using jointly developed performance criteria, when 
the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the 


1061-1 

project. 

Mitigation Measure VQ-MM#6 requires the provision of a range of options to reduce the 
visual impact of the sound barriers. The vibration impact assessment is primarily 
designed to identify the potential human annoyance from vibration from FIST operations 
for buildings with vibration-sensitive use as described by the FRA and Federal Transit 
Administration land use categories. However, all buildings in close proximity to the 
proposed alignments were assessed for potential structural damage from HST 
operations and/or construction. The potential for damage from vibration from HST 
operations is limited to extremely fragile building locations within 30 feet of the tracks. 
The HST right-of-way width varies from 120 feet for at-grade tracks to approximately 60 
feet for elevated fill to approximately 45 feet for elevated structures. In general, the area 
of impact is therefore within or close to the project right-of-way. Typical buildings, such 
as residences, located outside this distance would not have the potential for damage 
from vibration. 

Agricultural resources, such as crops, would not be affected by noise and vibration from 
HSTs. 

As described in EIR/EIS Section 3.4.3, locations with potential vibration impacts in the 
project corridor are because of the potential for annoyance effects from HST operations. 
While the vibration at these locations might be felt by receivers, it would be well below 
the thresholds for damage to structures. It is helpful to note that the vibration levels 
generated by passing HSTs would generally be less than the levels generated by freight 
trains in the Study Area. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1062 (Tamera J ohnson, October 12, 2011) 
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CALIFORNIA’ 0 "- Comment Card 

High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Section de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Velocidad Proyecto de Informe de Impacto Ambiental/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Decbracion de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Publii Hearings Audientias Publuas 
September 20 JI Septiembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment card at the For favor entregue su tarjeta completada al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunion, o enviela por correo a la siguiente direccibn; 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIREIS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Satramento, CA 95814 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentano es del 15 de Agoslo al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comentarios tienen quo ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. recibidos electronicamente, o matasellodos, el o onles 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1062 (Tamera Johnson, October 12, 2011) 


1062-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 


While funding education is an important public issue, it is not a part of the purpose and 
need for the project and is therefore not addressed in this EIR/EIS. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1063 (Tamera J ohnson, October 12, 2011) 
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High-Speed Rail Authority 
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Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Seccion de Fresno a Bakersfield del Tren de Alta 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloddad Proyecto de Informe de Impacto Ambienta!/ 
Environmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS) Declaroddn de Impocto Ambicnlal (EIR/EIS) 

Publir Hearings Audiendas Publitas 
September 2011 Septiembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment card at the Par favor entregue su tarjeta completoda ol final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reunfan, o envfefa por correo o lo siguiente direction: 

Fresno to Bakersfield DEIR/IIS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite 800, Satramcnto, CA 95814 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comcntario es del 15 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los c omenta nos tienen quo ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. recibidos electronicomente, o matasellodos, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 


Nome/Nombre: 
Organization/Organizaddn: 
Address/Domicilio: 
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#7/0 r5ina c/Jay 


Phone Number/NOmero de Tefafono:_ 
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E-mail Address/Correo Electronico:_ SfZ 1 

(Use additional pages if needed/Usor poginas aditioriaies si es neeesario) 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1063 (Tamera Johnson, October 12, 2011) 


1063-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-OI, FB-Response-SO-02. 


For information on the potential long-term impacts on property values, see Section 
5.4.4.3 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report. 
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Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Submission 1064 (SungJung, October 13, 2011) 


1064-1 


1064-21 
1064-31 
1064-4 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #730 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : 

Interest As : 

Submission Date : 

Submission Method : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 


Action Pending 
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Yes 

I am a Bakersfield resident, practicing physician more than 30 years, and a 
member of Korean Presbyterian Church.According to the B 2 Alternative in 
Bakersfield our church is directly involved in railway pass and will be 
destroyed and relocated. The following is my comment on EIR/EIS 
I AM OPPOSING TO THE CURRENT SPEED RAIL POJECT.The reasons 
are following. 

1) Our church is not informed with sufficient time to read .comment on 
EIR/EIS. 


2) Speed Rail will runs through the center of our city causing unacceptable 
negative environmental impact 

3) Rail Authority has in adequate amount of fund which will end up with "RAIL 
TO NO WHERE. 

4) Authorityis is not considering 1-5 corridor alignment which is shorter, 
cheaper straigth from LA to SF and viable Alternative. 

5) With your market value calculation we are afraid that we could not able to 
build church with sanctuary, education building, fellowship room with kitchen 
pastor's house, wall around church ample parking spaces and ample trees 
with grass which we have now , enjoy. 

In conclusion this poject is fiscally, socially short sigted, irresponsible, 
immoral I sincerely hope Authority hear our voices, Thank you. 


/^CALIFORNIA #> of Transportation 

■ _ | _ ,, A Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Karl Authority 'w Administration 








California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Comments from I ndividuals Last Name G-J 


Response to Submission 1064 (Sung J ung, October 13, 2011) 


1064-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 

1064-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

1064-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 

1064-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01. 

Please see Section 5.2.5 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report for an 
explanation of the impacts on the Korean Presbyterian Church (Authority and FRA 
2012g), and refer to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.7, 
Mitigation Measure SO-4, for information about the relocation of important community 
facilities. 
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